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WE REPORT IN ANOTHER COLUMN a decision of Mr. 
Daniel, Judge of the Clitheroe County Court, to the effect 
that a purchaser of goods at an auction may be compelled 
to pay the price to the auctioneer, although he has already 
paid it to, or settled for it in account with, the owner of 
the goods. The decision, which is doubtless a correct 
one, proceeds upon the ground that the auctioneer has a 
lien for his charges upon the goods entrusted to him for 
sale, and algo upon the proceeds of the sale. The point 
decided is not a novel one, but it is worth notice as a 
warning to purchasers at auctions not to pay any one but 
the auctioneer without first ascertaining that his charges 
are paid. 














On SATURDAY Last the Court of Exchequer Chamber 
. affirmed the judgment of the Court of Queen’s Bench in 
the case of Bryant v. Foot (15 W. R. 421), on which 
we commented (11 S.J. 451, 500, and 829) when the 
case was first decided. The question involved in the 
case was whether the rector of Horton, Bucks, could 
establish a prescriptive right to claim a fee of 10s. for 
himself, and of 3s. for his clerk, upon every marriage 
celebrated in the parish church in Horton. The evidence 
in support of the,claim was uninterrupted enjoyment of 
the right from 1808 until 1854. The Court of Queen’s 
Bench held (Blackburn, J., dissentiente) that the amount 
of the fee was so large that they could not presume that 
it had as a fact been enjoyed from the period of legal 
memory (A.D. 1189), and that the doctrine of rankness 
applied to ull prescriptive payments and not only to 
moduses, The claim to the fee was, therefore, de- 
clared (Keating, J., dissentiente) to be invalid, and the 
decision of the Court below was affirmed. 





THE REGISTRY of county court judgments is doubtless 
a useful institution to the lower regions of the commer- 
cial world, but, as the system of registering judgments 
is now carried on, it is often the means of injury to 
people who, perhaps, never know how it is that they 
have been injured. A return of all judgments over £10 
is required to be made, fourteen days after judgment, to 
the registry in New-street, Spring-gardens, no matter how 
the money is ordered to be paid, whether by instalments 
or otherwise. _Thus, if a debtor is ordered to pay a sum 
over £10, say in two monthly payments, his name is 
recorded as a judgment debtor fourteen days after judg- 
ment given. This record is copied by the trade protec- 
tion societies and loan offices all over the nation, and is 
used by them as a guide to find out the honest men, In 
a month, however, if payment is made according to the 
order, the register is only half true, and in two months 
it ceases to be true altogether. No doubt, many a man’s 
credit is injured by reference to this registration docu- 
ment long after it has ceased to represent a fact. It is 


true that the record of a judgment debt may be removed 
upon payment, by the debtor himself, for the trifling fee 
of Gd., but not one person in a hundred knows that, as 
proved by the very small number of judgments romoved 
from the registry, A far more rational way of managing 
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the matter would be to require the county court to certify 
the payment of a registered debt to the registry, and 
thus remove the record as a matter of course. The pro- 
tection societies would, no doubt, be glad to know who 
pay as well as who get into debt, and would avail them- 
selves of the certificates of removal as well as of the 
registry of judgments. 





A CASE which came recently before one of the appel- 
late tribunals in France, reminds one somewhat of 
Burgess v. Burgess, 3 D. M. & G. 896, in which the late 
Lord Justice Knight Bruce delivered one of his most 


; celebrated judgments, In the English case the plaintiff, 


Mr. Burgess, had succeeded to the business of his father, 
the original vendor of “ Burgess’s anchovy sauce,” and 
the proceeding which he sought to restrain by his bill was 
the act of his own son, who set up a shop in the city, and 
there sold a composition of his own manufacture under 
the name of “ Burgess’s Anchovy Sauce.” The Lords 
Justices decided for the defendant, Sir James Knight 
Bruce saying, in a very well-known judgment—* All the 
Queen’s subjects have a right to sell pickles and sauces if 
they will, and not the less that their fathers have done 
so before them. All the Queen’s subjects have a right 
to sell these articles in their own names, and not the less 
so that they bear the same name as their fathers; nor 
is there anything else that this defendant has done in 
question before us. He carries on business in 
his own name, and sells his essence of anchovies as 
Burgess’s essence of anchovies, which in truth it is.” 

In the French case, a wine merchant of some ingenuity, 
named Blondeau, discovered a widow lady whose hus- 
band while alive had borne the name of Clicquot; he 
took this lady into partnership, and advertised his wine 
as that of “ Veuve Clicquot et Cie,” a name which many 
people had heard before, The successors of the original 
Madame Clicquot thereupon instituted proceedings 
against M. Blondeau and her namesake before the Civil 
Tribunal of the Seine, and the matter coming eventually 
before a higher tribunal, the Court, having satisfied 
itself that the partnership had been got up to deceive the 
public, condemned M. Blondeau in 30,000 francs damages 
and costs, and ordered a change in the name of the 
partnership. 

Here the wine sold was undoubtedly as much the wine 
of “ Veuve Clicquot et Cie.’’ as the sauce sold by the defen- 
dant in Burgess v. Burgess was “ Burgess’s Essence of 
Anchovies.” The decisions do not, however, necessarily 
show that the arm of justice is, in such cases, weaker in 
France than in England. The French Court was 
satisfied that an imposition was intended, the English 
Court would not presume that from the mere identity 
of names. As Lord Justice Turner put it: the ques- 
tion in such cases is one of evidence—whether 
there is false representation or not. French Courts 
have not the stringent rules of evidence which go- 
vern our own, and occasionally this may afford a 
remedy where an English tribunal could have awarded 
none, but by far in the majority of cases a strict and 
intelligible rule must be far more acceptable to suitors 
than an arbitrary discretion entrusted to the judge; and 
we should be sorry to exchange the former for the latter. 
This Clicquot case, so far as the main circumstances go, 
bears a marked resemblance to Burgess v. Burgess, but 
very possibly a complete knowledge of the facts would 
show that the circumstances were such as would have 
induced an English court of equity to regard the tran- 
saction as fraudulent, or amounting to sufficient evidence 
of intentional misrepresentation. 





IT SEEMS LIKELY that there will be some alteration 
made this session in the law relating to negotiable 
instruments, unless political events interrupt the proposed 
legislation upon the subject. Sir C. O'Loghlen and Mr. 
Stacpoole have brought in a bill to “amend the law 
relating to the payment of bills of exchange and pro- 
missory notes falling due upon bank holidays,” and also to 
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may be appointed as such by Royal proclamation, a bank 
holiday. The first section provides that bills and 
promissory notes falling due on any day mentioned in 
the schedule, shall be payable upon the day after such 
day, instead of as now on the day before. Section 2 
seems unnecessary, as it merely provides that bills and 
notes may be protested and noted on the day on which 
by this Act they are made payable. If the day of pay- 
ment is altered, the day for protesting and noting is at 
the same time necessarily altered, without any special 
enactment. By section 3, where notice of dishonour or 
presentment of a bill should be given or made upon aday 
mentioned in the schedule, such notice or presentment 
may be given or made on the next day, not being a day 
mentioned in the schedule. The day after Christmas 
Day, and when it falls on a Saturday, the following 
Monday, is by section 4 to be a bank holiday, and also any 
day that may be appointed as such by royal proclamation. 
The Act is, by section 5, to be cited as the “ Bank 
Holidays Act, 1868.” The days specified in the schedule 
are Sunday, Good Friday, Christmas Day, the day follow- 
ing Christmas day always, and when Christmas falls on 
a Saturday then the next Monday, also any day appointed 
by Royal proclamation for a solemn fast or thanksgiving, 
or as a bank holiday. The alterations in the law pro- 
posed by the bill would probably be beneficial: it is only 
to be regretted that more care has not been bestowed 
upon the drawing of the bill. It does not appear clearly 
whether the bill is to be retrospective. The second 
section is unnecessary, and the wording at the end of the 
Ist and 4th sections is clumsy in the extreme. The com- 
mittee to which it is referred will, however, have an 
opportunity of rectifying these defects. The same com- 
mittee is about to inquire whether it is desirable that 
days of grace upon bills and notes should be abolished. 
Besides the Bank Holidays Act there is, we believe, a bill 
before the House of Lords which proposes to introduce 
some change in the law of principal and agent, asapplied 
to negotiable instruments. It is a pity that all the 
necessary changes cannot be embodied in a single bill. 





THE CASE of Shaw v. Gould, on which judgment was 
given by the House of Lords last week, illustrates the 
anomalous state of our existing laws with regard to 
marriage and divorce, and proves a necessity as urgent 
fer legislation on the subject as that which led to the 
passing of 26 Geo. 2. c. 33. The facts are shortly 
these:—On th. 18th of June, 1828, a marriage was solem- 
nised at Manchester between Elizabeth Hickson, a girl 
under seventeen years of age, with a man named Buxton. 
Attempts were made to get rid of the marriage by an 
Act of Parliment, but without success, and in the month 
of December, 1838, Buxton and his wife joined in a deed 
of separation, under which certain benefits were secured 
to Buxton, in consideration of which he covenanted that 
his wife, who was described by her maiden name of Eliza- 
beth Hickson, should be at liberty to live separate from 
him, as if she were unmarried, The parties continued 
to live separate, and Buxton, from the time of the separa- 
tion, if not before it, lived in adultery with a woman 
named Sarah Lant. In the year 1845 a gentleman 
named John Shaw, then studying for the English Bar, 
formed an attachment for Mrs. Buxton, who was always 
designated by her maiden name, and he proposed to 
marry her. In order to accomplish this object he resolved 
to take the necessary steps towards being called to the 
Scotch Bar. In March, 1845, both Mr. Shaw and 
Elizabeth Hickson went to Edinburgh, and for ever after- 
wards they were resident in Scotland, In the monthof 
September following Buxton also went to Scotland, and 
when he had been there above forty days an action of 
divorce was raised against him by his wife before the 
Court of Session, founded upon the undisputed fact that 
he was living in adultery with Sarah Lant. The action 
was duly prosecuted, and the decree of divorce thereon 
was pronounced by the Court of Session on the 20th of 
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March, 1846. In the following month of June a mar- 
riage, valid by the laws of Scotland, was duly celebrated 
in Edinburgh between Mr. Shaw and Elizabeth Hick- 
son, of which marriagethere was issue three children, 

The question which the House had to decide was wheth er 
the three children of the Scotch marriage were legitimate 
or illegitimate for the purpose of inheritance in England; 
and this turned simply upon the point whether the 
decree of the Scotch Court of Session in 1846 dissolved 
the English marriage of 1828. That the decree would 
have this operation gud Scotland,and that, therefore, the 
children of the Scotch marriage are legitimate in Scot- 
land, admits of no doubt, although it is an open question 
whether the validity of the Scotch marriage under the 
circumstances could be recognized by the tribunals of any 
foreign country; such as France, But as regards England 
there is no doubt that the Scotch marriage cannot be re- 
cognised, because the decree of the Court of Session can- 
not be held to dissolve the English marriage of 1828, 
inasmuch as at the time the proceedings were taken 
neither of the parties had their domicil in Scotland. 
Baxter’s domicile was English, and Elizabeth Hickson by 
the English law would have the same domicil as Bax- 
ter, her English husband. The rule of the Scotch law 
that a residence of forty days in Scotland gives the Scotch 
Courts jurisdiction in legal proceedings of this kind, does 
not alter the fact that the real domicile of the parties is 
an English one, for comity does not require the recogni- 
tion by one country of a new rule of practice adopted 
by another. It should be observed, however, that 
neither in the case under notice, nor in the parallel 
one of Dolphin v. Robins, cited by Lord Cranworth in his 
judgment, was the point decided, whether, if the parties 
to an English marriage acquire subsequently a bond fide 
Scotch domicile, a Scotch Court would then be held com- 
petent to pronounce a decree of divorce which would be 
binding in England ; it must therefore be considered an 
open question. The decision of this case demonstrates 
afresh the possibility, under the existing state of the 
law, of a woman having two husbands in different parts 
of her Majesty’s dominions to each of whom she is legally 
married, 





WE NOTICED, a fortnight ago, a proceeding in the 
Irish Court of Queen’s Bench against the European 
Assurance Society (the chairman, General Sir F Smith, 
being sued on behalf of the company), in which the 
Court unanimously condemned the defence put forward 
by the company as evasive, embarrasing, and unsatisfac- 
tory. A further step in the matter has since been taken 
in the shape of a criminal information against the 
printer aud publisher of Saunders’ News Letter, for an 
article published in that journal, containing, as it was 
alleged, imputations on the honour of Sir F. Smith. 
There was, however, as the Court held, no case whatever 
in support of the information, the article imputing 
nothing improper to General Smith beyond a certain 
laches in not having been aware of the unjustifiable 
defence which was being made in his name against a 
just demand on the company ; and the object of the in- 
formation may probably have been to afford the com- 
pany an opportunity of remedying the bad consequences 
of the exposé, by advertising their resources in their 
chairman’s affidavit. 

The defence in question was undoubtedly most evasive 
and unjustifiable (Mr. Justice Fitzgerald preferred to 
stigmatize it still more severely), and, undoubtedly, also, 
the chairman, Sir F. Smith, was not aware of what was 
being done in his name. Since the proceedings which 
we have mentioned a letter has been published, written 
by two of the directors of the company, in which 
they assert, and verify the assertion by an extract 
from their minutes, that until the proceedings in 
the Court of Queen’s Bench, upon the occasion of 
the defence being set aside, were reported in one of the 
public prints, the committee of directors had never heard 
either of the pleas or the action. It is due to the public, 





583 





May 16,1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





to the legal profession, and to the shareholders and 
officers of the European Assurance Company, that it be 
ascertained who is responsible for the defence which the 
judges found it necessary to condemn with such severity. 
If, as the assertion is, that neither the directors of the 
company, nor their Dublin agent, knew so much as that 
a writ had been served, on whom is the blame of so ex- 
traordinary a circumstance ? Has there been neglect 
on the part of the directors, or concealment on the part 
of somebody else ? 

With respect to the defence, two letters appear to 
have been written by Messrs. Eyre & Co., the London 
solicitors of the company, to Mr. M. Bentley, the 
Dublin solicitor. One of those letters contains this pas- 

e:— “We wish to gain time and avoid all the costs 
possible, as we expect to be in a position to advise in the 
course of a week that the claim be paid.’ The other 
letter says :—“ Be so good as to obtain further time to 
enter appearance herein, and if not able to do this, 
please file a mere legal defence, as suggested by you.” 
From whom did the suggestion of this defence emanate, 
and how came the directors to be in the dark ? 


LorD CHIEF JUSTICE BovILL has conferred the office 
of Clerk of Assize of the Western Circuit on his son, Mr. 
William Channell Bovill, late cf the 16th Lancers, but 
now a student of the Inner Temple. It is not necessary 


that the Clerk of Assize should be a barrister, he may . 


be a layman, and Sir William Bovill in appointing 
to this post a son who is not only not an experienced 
member of the bar, but not a barrister at all, has done 
nothing new. It will bein the recollection of most of our 
legal readers that a learned judge, who died a few years 
ago, in whom the profession sustained a heavy loss, 
appointed one of his sons, a student of one of the Inns of 
Court, to the Clerkship of Assize upon a certain circuit; 
and those who know the circuit in question, know also 
that the student has made one of the best Clerks of 
Assize ever known. Whether the young cavalry officer, 
who is now Clerk of Assizeon theWestern Circuit, will so 
turn out remains to be seen. The duties of a Clerk of 
Assize are such as can be, and often are, transacted by 
a deputy; sometimes the Clerk of Arraigns does the work, 
sometimes an underling. In some respects, especially as 
regards the expenses of criminal proceedings, the duty to 
be performed is one of considerable importance. The pay 
is £1,000 a year, and though Sir William Bovill has done 
nothing new, the post being a recognized refuge for the 
sons of judges, there is still this dilemma, either the 
salary is too large for the work, in which case, in these 
days of retrenchment, it ought to be reduced, or else the 
post is too responsible to be committed to the charge of a 
mere student, who, eighteen months ago, was a subaltern 
in a cavalry regiment. 


ELECTION LAW CONSIDERED WITH REFERENCE 
TO THE NEW REFORM ACT. 
I,— QUALIFICATION, 

Before we discuss the work to be done by the 
lawyers in the registration courts, we should con- 
sider what are the qualifications for registration under 
the great Act of 1867. These qualifications, be it 
remembered, entitle their possessors in and after the 
present year to be registered as voters, and as nothing 
has been altered as to the manner of registration it will 
of course take place as usual in the revision courts to 
be held this year, 

The new qualifications are merely additional ones, 
therefore, all the old ones remain unaltered. In doroughs, 
under the old law, every man who has for twelve months 
occupied a house, shop, warehouse, or other building of 
the annual value of ten pounds, and has paid all poor 
rates, has the franchise. By the new Act similar condi- 
tions of occupation and rate-paying give the right of 
voting in respect of a house of any value; but in re- 
spect of a house only. And by section 62 a house 





is to mean a dwelling house, including any part of a 
house occupied as a separate dwelling, and separately 
rated to the relief of the poor. The occupation must be 
as an owner or tenant only: and the claimant must 
have been rated. If the overseer neglects, the claimant, 
tendering the rate due, and asking to be rated, is to be 
deemed to have been duly rated. 

As regards boroughs, therefore, househoulders who 
have occupied a dwelling house for one year, paid poor- 
rates, and are tenants or owners, are entitled to the fran- 
chise, in addition to all electors under the old law, the 
only difference being that these can be qualified by other 
tenements than dwelling houses. Joint-occupiers cannot 
vote. 

So much for householders. We have now to consider 
lodgers as claimants to the franchise. It is necessary to 
consider very carefully the lodger’s qualifications, because 
his electoral existence is quite new to English legisla- 
tion. 

Section 4 of the Reform Act of 1867 creates the 
lodger voters as follows :—‘“ Every man shall in and 
after the year 1868 be entitled to be registered as a 
voter, and when registered, to vote for a member or 
members to serve in Parliament for a borough,—who is 
qualified as follows, that is to say :— 

“1, Is of full age and not subject to any legal in- 
capacity, and 

“2, As a lodger has occupied in the same borough 
separately, and as sole tenant for the twelve months 
preceding the last day of July, in any year, the same 
lodgings, such lodgings being part of one and the same 
dwelling house, and of a clear yearly value, if let un- 
furnished, of ten pounds or upwards, and 

‘3. Has resided in such lodgings during the twelve 
months immediately preceding the last day of July, and 
has claimed to be registered as a voter at the next 
ensuing registration of voters.” 

These two new franchises,then, and the old ones under 
the existing law, are those which confer borough votes. 
To present a clear and succinct plan to the eye of the 
reader it may be desirable to recapitulate the old borough 
franchises. 

1. Ten pound occupiers of house, warehouse, shop, &c. 
with due residence and ratepaying. 

2. Voters for boroughs and cities whose rights are per- 
manently and temporarily reserved respectively by the 
Reform Act, 1832. 

(A.) Permanent reservation. 

Freeholders and burgage tenants in cities and towns, 
being counties corporate, having estates of inheritance 
of value annually according to particular usage, residence 
for six months within such city, and registration. 

Freeholders, &c., having estates for lives, and with 
qualifications as above—ten pounds value annually. 

Freeholders, &¢., having estates for lives under ten 
pounds annual value, and who actually occupy same, or 
were seised of same. on passing of Act, 1831, or acquired 
same by marriage settlement, devise, or promotion to a 
benefice or office—residence and registration as above. 

Freemen or burgesses by servitude—service for re- 
quired time to freeman,—admission and enrolment as by 
charter whereby they claim,—residence and registration. 

Freemen and liverymen of London, by birth, servitude, 
or purchase—admission, enrolment, residence, and regis- 
tration as above. 

(B.) Temporary reservation. 

Freemen admitted or entitled for any cause on Ist 
March, 1831, and those claiming by birth through 
them. 

Freehold or burgage tenants entitled on 31st Mareh, 
1831, or having acquired estate between that date and 
7th June, 1882, value various, tenure undivided, and 
created not within legal memory, and held of a superior 
lord at fixed rent—registration, six months’ residence in 
borough, or within seven miles. 

Inhabitants—no fixed value needed, but residence and 
registration. 
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Inhabitants householders—scot-and-lot men, potwallers 
—qualifications varied, (see the 1832 Act, section 33, and 
Bretherton’s Manual, an excellent book.) 

Such are the old and new borough qualifications for 
voting. We have next to consider the various county 
qualifications, to which, by the way, the new Act has 
not made any addition, but simply has altered by lessen- 
ing some of the values. 

Sections 5 and 6of the new Actrun thus :— 

“Every man shall on and after the year 1868 be en- 
titled to be registered as a voter, and when registered to 
vote for a member or members to serve in Parliament 
for a county, who is qualified as follows (that is to 
say) :— 

“Ts of full age, and not subject to any legal incapacity, 
and is seised at law or in equity of any lands or tene- 
ments of freehold, copyhold, or any other tenure what- 
ever for his own life or for the life of another or for any 
lives whatsoever, or for any larger estate of the clear 
yearly value of not less than five pounds over and above 
all rents and charges payable out of or in respect of the 
same, or who is entitled either as lessee or assignee to 
any lands or tenements of freehold, or of any other tenure 
whatever, for the unexpired residue, whatever it may be, 
of any term originally created for a period of not less 
than sixty years (whether determinate on a life or lives 
or not) of the clear yearly value of not less than five 
pounds over and above all rents and charges payable oub 
of or in respect of the same.” 

And section 6 confers the franchise for a county on 
every man who is of full age and not subject to any legal 
incapacity, and is, on the last day of July in any year, 
and has during the twelve months preceding, been the 
occupier as owner or tenant of lands or tenements 
within the county, of the rateable value of £12 or up- 
wards, and has during the time of such occupation been 
rated in respect of the premises so occupied by him to all 
rates, if any, made for the relief of the poor in respect 
of the said premises, and has, on or before the 20th of 
July in the same year, paid all poor-rates that have be- 
come payable by him in respect of the said premises up 
to the preceding 5th day of January. 

The old county qualifications, it must be remembered, 
are forty shilling freeholds, copyholds for life, or more of 
the clear yearly value of £10, léaseholds for the unexpired 
residue of a term of not less than sixty years, originally 
of the clear yearly value of £10 or upwards, or for the 
unexpired residue of not less than twenty years, of the 
clear yearly value of £50—actual occupation in each 
case—and occupation of lands or tenements, at a yearly 
rent of not less than £50. 

Therefore what the new Act does in altering the 
county qualifications is as follows:— 

1. It lowers the lifeholder’s qualification from £10 to 
£5 in annual value, and, by the way, does not, as in the 
Act of 1832, make his actual occupation a requisite. 

2. It reduces the leaseholder’s qualification from £10 
to £5in annual value. 

3. It lowers the copyholder’s qualification from £10 to 
£5 in annual value. His actual possession must have 
run for six months before the last day of July previous 
to registration, while the leaseholder and occupier must 
have been in possession for twelve months previously, 
unless he got his qualification by descent, succession, 
marriage, marriage settlement, devise, or promotion to 
any benefice or office. This is the effect of the new Act re- 
quiring compliance with the 26th section of the 1832 Act. 

4. The new Act lowers the occupier’s qualification 
from £50to £12 annual rateable value. This, as regards 
the county franchise, is by far the most important 
provision. When country solicitors consider the number 
of towns and hamlets there are (apart from the immense 
number of scattered residences) which are without the 
boundaries of any borough, and in which the vast run of 
houses is above a twelve pound value, it will be clearly 
seen how great an increase there will be in the county 
constituency. Of course the twelve months’ occupation 








and payment of rates are necessary adjuncts. And the 
provisions of the 6 Vict. o. 18, s. 73, are applicable to 
this franchise, and should be consulted, 

We have now sketched in detail the new franchise 
conferred by the late Act, and at the same time those 
which are created or recognised by the Act of 1832, 
Having placed before the reader the list of qualifications, 
our next task will be to show how those qualifications 
are recognised and recorded by the revision courts. The 
next article, therefore, will treat fully of the practice 
and particulars of that secret of election successes— 


Registration. 





DOES THE POLICIES OF ASSURANCE ACT EX- 
TEND TO SCOTLAND ? 

A very pretty little question has lately been started as 
to the application of the 30 & 31 Vict. c. 144, namely, 
whether or noits operation extends to Scotland, The Act 
(upon which which we commented, ante p. 355), confers 
upon assignees of policies of life assurance the right to sue 
at lawin their own names, thus rendering their position 
at common law and in equity thesame. It also contains 
provisions requiring written notices of all assignments to 
be given to the company, and enacting that the dates of 
such written notices shall determine the priority of con- 
flicting assignments. The main object of the Act appears, 
from the preamble, to have been the enabling assignees 
of policies to sue at law in their own names. The pre- 
amble runs thus: “ Whereas it is expedient to enable as- . 
signees of policies of life assurance to sue thereon in their 
own names ; be it enacted, &c.” 

Now, in Scotland such assignees have always had the 
right of suing in their own names. Accordingly the two 
first sections of the statute, which confer and regulate the 
right to sue at law, are, under all circumstances, inopera- 
tive on the other side of the Tweed where the right 
already exists. The third and following sections of the 
Act require assignments to be in writing, and written 
notice thereof to be given to the company, and provide 
that the priority of assignments inter se shall be regu- 
lated by the date of the receipt of such notice: and the 
case as to these sections is different. If they are opera- 
tive in Scotland they will materially alter the 
existing law ; and the question whether or no such is the 
case is therefore an actual query of some importance. 
When, however, we apply ourselves to its solution, our 
minds are, like King Arthur’s, “ clouded o’er with doubt,” 
The bill originally contained the usual clause excepting 
Scotland from the operation of the Act. This clause 
was subsequently struck out, under what circumstances 
we are not aware. In the absence of any information 
as to what took place when this clause was struck out, 


the mere fact of its having been struck out 
supplies no inference as to the intention of 
our legislators in so doing, for supposing the 


intention to have been that the Act should apply to Scot- 
land, the clause might have been struck out as unneces- 
sary, on the supposition that the general rule would 
effect that construction without particular words; and 
supposing the intention to have been the other way, the 
clause might have been removed with the intention that 
the Act should not apply to Scotland. But if any in- 
ference were attainable as to the object aimed at when 
the clause was removed, it would avail nothing in en- 
deavouring to construe the Act when once enacted: since 
evidence of what may have taken place in Parliament on 
the occasion in question would hardly be admitted by 
any Court to influence the construction of the Act.* 

As to the Act itself, there is, in the first place, the ab- 
sence of the proviso usually inserted when the Act is in- 
tended not to apply to Scotland, and the rule of course is 
that “Acts of Parliament, passed since the union, extend in 
general to Scotland, though that country be not expressly 





* Authority is hardly needed for this, but see the observations whicl. 
fell from the Court during the argument of the Alexandra case; p- 
$16 of the published report. 
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named. If it be intended to except Scotland, there 
must be an express proviso to that effect, or the intention 
of the Legislature to except it must be otherwise suffi- 
ciently indicated”: 1 Stephen’s Blackst. 92. Dwarris 
on Statutes, p. 526, is to the same effect. There being 
thus a prima facie presumption against the application 
to Scotland, those who maintain the contrary contend 
that the intention of the Legislature to restrict to Eng- 
land is sufficiently indicated by the preamble, and 
further than that, by the employment of many terms 
appropriate to English law only, such, for instance, as 
“right in equity,” “ defence on equitable grounds,” “ sue 
ab law,” &o., &c. 

There is one clause in which Scotland is named, and 
we naturally turn to this, hoping for some clue to the 
legislative intention: it does not, however, help us much. 
Section 3 provides that a written notice of assignment 
shall be given to the company “ at their principal place of 
business for the time being, or in case they have two or 
more principal places of business, then at some one of 
such principal places of business, either in England, 
Scotland, or Ireland.” But although this does somewhat 
favour the supposition that the Legislature must have in- 
tended a Scotch company, it is not positively conclusive. 
For the intention may have been to provide that if an 
English company should have a principal place of busi- 
ness in Scotland, service at that place should be suf- 
ficient. 

On any one argument for construction of the Act 
it is difficult to arrive at a decisive conclusion; but 
taking a bird’s-eye view of the matter there appears 
on the whole to be a preponderating balance in favour 
of construing the Act as applying to Scotland as 
well as England. It is true that the terms used 
in those sections, which, so far as their objects are 
concerned, are capable of application to Scotland, are 
terms of English law,—thus “ assignment” is an 
English term, the corresponding Scotch law phrase 
being “ assignation;” and “executors” has a wider import 
in Scotch than English law. But there is no distinction 
in any of them which would create any inconsistency out 
of the application of these provisions to Scotland; for 
instance, the phrase “executors” is intelligible, and 
its use in this enactment is intelligible and sensible, 
whether we take it in its English or Scotch accepta- 
tion. Taking everything into consideration, there- 
fore, there does not appear to be enough evidence of con- 
trary intention to rebut the presumption arising from the 
absence of the ordinary restrictive clause. And we may 
add that this view of the application of the Act receives 
some corroboration from the 8th clause, which enacts that 
the Act is not to apply to policies or contracts made under 
the 16 & 17 Vict c. 45, and 27 & 28 Vict. c. 43, both of 
which Acts apply to Scotland. 

For those who dissent from the above conclusion it 
will at all events be the safer course to assume that 
sections 3 et seg. of the statute in question apply to Scotch 
companies as well as to English ones. It will be prudent, 
therefore, in all cases of assignments of policies of life 
assurance made after the 20th of August, 1867, to serve 
on the company, whether Scotch or English, a written 
notice of the date and purpose of the assignment. All 
doubt will be thus avoided. That any such doubt should 
have been left open is one more proof of the necessity of 
some alteration in the machinery by which our laws are 
draughted and revised. What that alteration should be is 
a subject which we have discussed on a previous 
occasion,* 





On Thursday, Mr. Justice Hannen and Vice-Chancellor 
a received the honour of knighthood from her Majesty at 

indsor. 

Mr. Train intends proceeding against Mr. Justice Fitzgerald 
for false arrest in connection with the bankruptcy eee 
and out of consideration for the limited, comparatively ing, 
resources of a puisne judge, he will in this case estimate damages 
at the moderate sum of £100,000.— Cork Examiner. 





* Supra p. 74. 





RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 

PRACTICE OF THE CouRT WITH RESPECT TO THE 
STATUTORY JURISDICTION AS TO INVESTMENTS. 
Incas v. Rudd, 16 W. R, 325. 

A note upon this case may be of some interest, as 
involving a point of practice under the statutory juris- 
diction of the Court. In Ungley v. Tuff,9 W. R. 729, 
@ case subsequent to the passing of the Law of Pro- 
perty Further Amendment Act (23 & 24 Vict. c. 38), 
by an order in a suit stock was directed to be transferred 
into Court, and the dividends paid to certain persons 
named in the order. The Master of the Rolls refused 
to make any declaration on the subject of change of 
investment, but gave liberty to apply.in chambers as to 
the investment of the trust-fund ; and this we take to 
be the usual course of procedure. It will be remembered 
that the Act above referred to enacts with reference to 
changes of investment (section 10) that orders shall 
be made upon petition, to be presented by any of the 
parties in a summary way; and such parties shall be 
served with notice thereof asthe Court shall direct, the 
object of this provision being to enable a remainderman 
to resist changes of investment to securities of less 
permanency at the instance of the tenant for life. In 
the present case, however, all parties being before the 
Court and consenting, the Master of the Rolls embodied, 
in his order on further consideration, a direction for the 
investment of the fund in court in East India Stock, 
thus saving the expense of an application for the pur- 
pose in chambers, 

It seems that the Court will, under certain circum- 
stances, disregard the directions of the settlor as to in 
vestment, either, as here, at the request of the parties 
or, as in a case to be presently mentioned, where expe 
diency requires it. In the present case the settlor 
directed the fund to be invested in Consols, but not in 
any other mode of investment. 

So In re Birmingham Blue Coat School, L. R. 1 Eq. 682, 
money paid into court under a private Act was ordered 
to be invested in Consols although the private Act 
directed the investment to be in Exchequer bills, 

While we are upon this subject it may be worth while 
to remark with reference to the recent Act relating to 
the investment of trust funds (30 & 31 Vict. c. 132), 
that it has been decided by the Master of the Rolls in 
an unreported case of Green v. Angell, in December last, 
that stock of an Indian Railway Company, upon which 
interest is charged upon the revenues of India, is not 
East India stock charged on the revenues of India 
within the meaning of that Act. It may also be well to 
remind the reader of a difficulty which arose in conse- 
quence of the fact that since the extinction of the East 
India Company, Jndia but not Hast India stock has been 
created and charged on the revenues of that principality. 
This difficulty being brought before the Master of the 
Rolls, he permitted a fund in court in the case before 
him to beinvested in India stock (vide sup. p. 246). 





MISAPPLICATION OF PROMOTION MONEY 
Re General Exchange Bank, Preston’s claim, 16W. R. 
668. 


This case supplies an exception to the well-known 
rule, that a contract in the articles of association of a 
company to pay a sum of “‘ promotion-money ” is binding 
on the shareholders, and not to be impeached by them, 
however small a proportion an impartial estimate of the 
promoter’s services may bear to the sum agreed to be paid 
forthem. The payment must be bond fide made to the 
actual promoter in respect of his services, and any 
underhand contract, by which all or part of the pro- 
motion-money goes to other persons unknown to the 
sharebolders, vitiates the contract which would be, under 
ordinary circumstances, unimpeachable, and renders the 
recipients liable to refund what they have received 


- 
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through the promoter. Re General Exchange Bank 
affords a strong instance of this,as the sum which the 
recipient was ordered to refund was not directly part of 
the promotion-money, but was a.sum paid to compromise 
an action to recover part of the promotion-money under 
circumstances which appear in the report of the case. So 
in Re Brighton Brewery Company, 16 W. R. 472, directors 
were ordered to refund money which they had received 
from the promoter unknown to the general body of 
shareholders. These cases and cases like these occur every 
day, and after all are merely illustrations of the general 
principle as to concea]ment or misrepresentation avoiding 
contracts, enunciated in the Central Railway Company of 
Venezuela v. Kisch, 15 W.R. 821. 


CLAIM BY A LESSOR TO SECURE PAYMENT OF FUTURE 
RENT—WINDING-UP. 
Re London and Colonial Company, Horsey’s claim (2), 
16 W. R. 535, 577. 

In Re Haytor Granite Company, 14 W. R. 186, the 
Court of Appeal gave the company’s lessor leave to enter 
a claim for future rent against the company, which was 
being wound up. The claim—the nature of which 
involves a question of some importance to persons who 
have companies for their tenants—was carried in under 
8. 158 of the Companies Act, 1862. “In the event of 
any company being wound up under this Act, all debts 
payable upon a contingency, and all claims against the 
company, present or future, certain or contingent, 
ascertained or sounding only in damages, shall be admis- 
sible to proof against the company, a just estimate being 
made, so far as it is possible, of the just value of all such 
debts or claims as may be subject to any contingency, or 
sound only in damages, or for some other reason, do not 
bear a certain value.” 

The Master of the Rolls was inclined not to admit the 
claim under the above section (14 W. R. 72); the Lord 
Justices, however, decided the claim to be entered for 
the whole amount at which the future rent was esti- 
mated, but subject to the qualification that the amount 
to be received was not to extend beyond the amount to 
which the company might be liable on the covenants in 
the lease—the lease, it will be observed, having been 
assigned by the liquidator, so that the liability was only 
a contingent one. 

Horsey’s claim was originally allowed (16 W. R. 535), 
and the same order made as in the former case. Then 
followed an appl’cation (16 W. R. 577) by Horsey that 
dividends declared by the liquidators of the company 
might be calculated on the total estimated rent payable 
under the lease during the residue of the term, and that 
the amount so ascertained might be set aside to form a 
fund for securing payment of future rent. The claim 
was dismissed, without prejudice to any application 
at any time in respect of any rent due and unpaid, 
and also without prejudice to any application in the 
event of any return of assets being about to he made. 

It appears, then, from these cases, that a lessor of a 
company being wound up can have his claim entered in 
the winding-up for the full amount of the future rent, 
subject to the qualification mentioned above; but that he 
cannot, as dividends are declared, have dividends declared 
upon his claim, and carried over to the account of a fund 
to meethis contingentclaim. When rent isdue and unpaid 
he may apply ; in other respects he is left to his ordinary 
legal remedies upon the covenants in the lease, and by 
distress and entry. 





COMMON LAW. 
Mayor’s CoURT—ATTACHMENT—EQUITABLE ASSIGN 
MENT. 
Robinson v. Nesbitt, C. P., 16 W. R. 543. 

The question in this case arose in a proceeding which 
is not now so common as it used to be formerly. The 
legal point to be decided was whether an equitable as- 
signment of shares bars an attachment out of the 





Lord Mayor’s Court which is served upon the gar- 
nishee before he receives any notice of the assignment, 
The question arose upon a bill of proof, which is a pro- 
ceeding peculiar to the Mayor’s Court of the City of Lon- 
don, and is a result of the custom of foreign attachment 
which prevails in that court. 

As soon as an action is commenced in the Lord Mayor's 
Court it is competent for the plaintiff to serve a notice of 
attachment upon any person living within the jurisdiction 
of the Court, and having goods of the defendant in his 
hands, warning him not to part with such goods, but to 
hold them to answer the plaintiff’s claim. The per- 
son thus served with the attachment is called the 
garnishee, and if he subsequently parts with the goods 
attached he is liable to the plaintiff for so doing. 
If the}garnishee admits that the goods belong to the 
defendant, and he knows of no other claim upon the 
goods, he need not take any step, but may allow judgment 
to go against himself by default, and execution to issue 
against the goods. Suchajudgment is a perfectly good 
defence to the garnishee against any future claim against 
him by the owner of the goods, and it is not even neces- 
sary for the garnishee or for the plaintiff to give notice 
to the defendant that his property has been attached; but 
it is usually prudent for the garnishee to do so to avoid 
any suspicion of collusion between him and the plaintiff. 
Sometimes property is attached which does not belong to 
the defendant at all. If the property belong to the gar- 
nishee there is a process by which he can appear and plead 
that he has no goods of the defendant in his hands, and 
the plaintiff can, if he pleases, take issue upon his plea 
and try the question as any ordinary question of fact is 
tried at Nisi Prius. 

If the goods attached belong neither to the garnishee nor 
to the defendant there would still be a good defence to the 
attachment in the same way as if the goods belonged to the 
garnishee, and thedefence might be raised by the garnishee 
without any intervention on the part of the true owner. 
It is, however, sometimes desirable in such cases that 
the owners of the goods should themselves take steps to 
assert their rights of property instead of leaving this to 
be done by the garnishee. They may do this by what is 
termed a bill of proof, which is in the nature of a petition, 
to the Court by the true owner of the property attached, 
called the approver, that he may be allowed to prove that 
the property is his. A bill of proof must be accompanied 
by an affidavit of merits. When the bill of proof is en- 
tered, and notice thereof served, it operates asa stay of pro- 
ceedings. The plaintiff must then appear tothe bill of 
proof, or otherwise the approver may sign judgment for 
want of appearance. The approver then delivers a pro- 
bation which is equivalent to the declaration in an or- 
dinary action, in which he sets out his title to the goods. 
To this the plaintiff pleads, and the record is made up. 
The question who isthe true owner of the goods comes 
on to be tried in the ordinary way. Such is shortly 
the procedure by bill of proof. 

In Robinson v. Nesbitt the plaintiff attached some 
railway shares of the defendant in the hands of some 
garnishees. These shares, before the service of the 
attachment upon the garnishees, had been equitably 
assigned by the defendant to a third party, but no 
notice of this assignment had been given until after 
the service of the attachment. When the equitable 
assignees of the shares heard of the attachment they 
entered their bill of proof in the regular way, and de- 
livered their probation, to which the defendant pleaded, 
and at the trial the Recorder held that the attachment 
overrode the equitable assignment, which had not been 
communicated to the garnishee, in time to make it ef- 
fectual against the attachment. He gave leave to 
move against this ruling, and a rule nisi was obtained 
accordingly. The Court of Common Pleas decided that 
the assignment had priority over the attachment, as 
the holders of the shares were converted into trustees 
for the equitable assignees by the mere assignment 
without any notice at all, and that the defendant had 
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therefore no beneficial interest in them, and the plain- 
tiff could not attach that which did not belong to the 
defendant. There is acase of Watts v. Porter (3 E. 
& B. 748), which is opposed to this view, but the 
Court refused to follow that decision, and based their 
judgment upon the cases of Beavan v. The Earl of Ox- 
ford (4 W. R. 113); and Kinderley v. Jervis (4 W. RB. 
579). Watts v. Porter must, therefore, be now con- 
sidered as completely overruled upon this point. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
STATEMENT OF THE NuMBER or Causzs, Peririons, &c., 
disposed of in Court in the week ending Thursday, 
May 14, 1868. 
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Vicr-CHANcELLOR Mains. 
May 9.—Ex parte the London, Brighton, and South-Coast Rail- 
way Company ; Re Faithful. 
Solicitor’s lien on papers. 

Mr. Faithful, formerly the solicitor of the company, re- 
ceived a general discharge in July, 1867, and in March, 1868, 
a discharge as to the pending matters, upon which the 
present question arose. The company owed him a large 
sum. Mr. Faithful had been asked to produce the briefs 
and papers relating to these matters upon an undertaking to 
return them undefaced, without prejudice to any lien; this 
he refused to do. 

Fry now moved that Mr. Faithful might be ordered to 
deliver the papers, &c., to the company’s present solicitors, 
on their undertaking in writing to deliver them up within 
ten days after the hearing of the matters in question, with- 
out prejudice to any lien, and undefaced. 

Glasse, Q.C., and Taylor, contra. 

Mains, V.C., ruled that he could not compel Mr. Faith- 
ful to produce the papers, he having been discharged by the 
company, and the motion was refused with costs. 


COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Pirr Taytor, Esq., Judge.) 
May 12.— Wicks v. Curzon. 

A butler neglecting to examine plate delivered to him on enter- 
ing his situation, and the plate afterwards found to be 
deficient, held not entitled to recover his wages. 

The plaintiff, a butler, claimed £8, for four months’ 
wages, from the Hon. E. C. Curzon, the registrar of joint- 
stock companies. 

Mr. Moss, for the plaintiff, said his client went into 
defendant's service at £24 per annum. He was discharged 
and refused his wages, on the ground that some of the plate 
was missing. He presumed the defence would turn upon 
this fact of the missing plate, but he shou!d contend that 
the fact was not sufficient to deprive the plaintiff of his 
wages. It would be necessary to establish at law the 
criminality implied in the dismissal, to entitle the defendant 
to withhold the wages. No proceedings had been taken 
against the plaintiff, and he was, therefore, presumed to be 
innocent. 

ed gst deposed to the engagement and dismissal, 
ches said he had not been charged with stealing the missing 

e. 

Mr. Newman, in cross-examination, elicited from the 
pose that he took the plate from his predecessor without 

owing what it consisted of. A list of the plate hung up in 
the pantry, but he had never ascertained whether the re 
agreed with the list. He left all that he received. 

Mr. Pirr Taytor said the plaintiff had been guilty of 
gToss negligence. It was not necessary to go into the ques- 
tion of whether the plaintiff received the plate or not; it was 
his oy to compare it with the list, if only to see that 
his predecessor delivered it all up. Plaintiff's negligence 





had deprived his master of any remedy against the previous 
butler, supposing that he kept some of the plate back. The 
plaintiff could not recover, and the judgment must be for 
the defendant. 

Mr. Newman said his client wished to ask the Court not 
to make any order for costs against the plaintiff. His client 
had contested the point solely on principle, and not for the 
amount of money involved, but thought the plaintiff's loss 
of wages would be a sufficient punishment. 

Mr. Pirr Taytor said the plaintiff cught to be thankful 
to his late master for his kindness. There would be no order 
for costs. 

Colmer v. Heeson. 

A plea of coverture after eighteen year’s absence of the hus- 
band. 

This wasa claim by a wholesale draper against a woman, 
a retail draper, for goods sold and delivered. The debt was 
admitted to be due, but a plea of coverture had been put in. 
The plea stated that the defendant was married as long back 
as 1842, and that the husband was now living at Melbourne, 
Australia. 

Mr. Moss, for the defendant, putin the certificate of the 
marriage, and in examining the defendant brought out the 
statement that although she had been separated from her 
husband by mutual consent for about eighteen years, she 
had been in constant communication with him by letters 
ever since ; the last letter being dated only a few months 
ago. She could therefore swear that to the best of her belief 
her husband was living. On separating, the children were 
divided betweenthem, he taking the boys and she the girls. 
Two sons were now living with him, and frequently corres- 
ponding with defendant. She handed in a packet of letters 
which she said were received from her husband and sons, but 
on examination, the letter of only a few months ago was 
found to have been written by one ofthe sons. There was 
no letter from the husband so recent as seven years. On this 
being pointed out by the judge, the defendant said she had 
many much more recent at home, but she had forgotten to 

bring them. 

Mr. Pirr TAytor said that was most unfortunate, for her 
whole case depended on evidence which was not forthcoming. 
The law presumed a person to be alive for seven years and 
no more after he was last known to be alive, unless he could 
be proved to be dead. There was no proof of existence of 
the husband so recently as seven years ago, and the plea of 
coverture must be taken to have failed. The judgment must 
be for the plaintiff, with costs, to be paid forthwith. The 

lea of coverture in this case was a most disreputable one. 

he defendant had been holding herself out as a widow while 
getting into plaintiff's debt, and when she found it incon- 
venient to pay, she turned round and alleged that she was 
a matried woman. If that were so, she would be liable to 
a criminal prosecution for obtaining goods under false pre- 
tences. It was perhaps lucky for her that she had failed 
to prove her plea. 


CLITHEROE. 
(Before W. S. T. Dantzt, Q.C.) 
April 23.—Hall v. Batley. 
Auctioneer and purchaser. 

Mr. Dantet.—This was a plaint to recover the sum of 
£1 18s. 2d., for goods sold and delivered. Payment was 
resisted under the following circumstances :— 

The plaintiff is an auctioneer, and was employed by 
Richard Loadman, a publican and farmer at Gisburn, to sell 
his goods by auction. The sale took place on the 20th of 
January, 1868, and was conducted by the plaintiff. The 
defendant bought'goods at the sale to the amount of £1 13s. 2d., 
and removed them without being required to pay at the 
time. 

He was then a creditor of Loadman for £5 4s. 0d., and 
on the 29th January, 1868, sued Loadman in this court, and 
recovered judgment against him for £3 10s. 10d., being the 
balance of the £5 4s. 0d., credit being given on the face of 
the particulars which accompanied the summons for the 
£1 13s. 2d. 

Loadman did not appear at the hearing, and the judgment 
remained unpaid. The defendant relied upon the credit 
thus given for the £1 13s. 2d. as amounting to payment to 
Loadman as principal, and, therefore, binding upon plaintiff 
asagent. The plaintiff at first attempted to establish the 
fact that the goods had become his under a special contract, 
and had been sold by him as principal, and not as agent, but 
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upon the evidence I held that this fact was not established, 
and that the goods must be treated as the goods of Loadman, 
bought by the defendant at an auction conducted by the 
plaintiff as the auctioneer and agent of Loadman. It was 
then contended on behalf of the plaintiff that as the 
auctioneer entrusted to sell the goods, he had by law a 
special lien upon them and the proceeds for his charges, 
commission, and advances, that by force of such special lien 
he was entitled to sue for and recover the amount in his 
own name as principal in the action, and that, consequently, 
the set-off relied upon by the defendant was res enter alios 
acta, and did not affect him, plaintiff, in the action. The 
plaintiff proved that he had settled his accounts with Load- 
man upon the footing of giving credit as for moneys received 
by him for the proceeds of various lots sold at the auction, 
including, among others, the sum sought to be recovered from 
the defendant in this action, and the plaintiff also proved 
that he was not aware when he so settled with Loadman 
that the defendant had already given him credit for the 
amount. The cases of Atkins v. Ambler, 2 Esp. 493, and 
Robinson v. Ruffer, 3 W. R. 405, 4 E. & B. 954, were cited on 
behalf of the plaintiff. 

Ihave referred to these and the authority cited in the 
latter case, and others, and the following proposition 
applicable to the present case appears to be established :— 
That an auctioneer, like a factor, has a special lien upon the 
goods entrusted to him for sale, for his charges, commission, 
and any advances he may make upon the goods. That by 
virtue of this lien he may maintain an action in his own 
name against a purchaser at the auction for the sale price, 
and that it is no answer for the purchaser to show that he 
has paid or given credit for the same moneys to the principal, 
unless it be also shown that the plaintiff has been paid all 
that is due for his charges, commission, and advances. If 
these have been paid, then it would seem that payment or 
credit given to the principal would be an answer, because the 
lien being gone by payment, the action would be entirely 
for the benefit of the principal, and dealings with him would 
then be evidence against the plaintiff. 

In this case, however, it ap that the plaintiff had 
not been paid otherwise than by treating the sum sought to 
be recovered in this action as money received by him, and his 
lien, therefore, still subsisting, he is entitled to maintain 
between the 
defendant and Loadman. Judgment will, therefore, be 
entered for the plaintiff with costs. 


the action mee pe meal of the dealin 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Witu1am Reape, of Ringwood, Hants, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 

Mr. Henry Harris, of Moorgate-strect, has been ap- 
pointed a Loncon Commissioner to administer oaths in 
Chancery. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sir,—You will observe that an application to the Court of 
Queen’s Bench in Ireland, for a criminal information against 
the printer and publisher of an Irish journal, has been made 
on the part of Sir Frederick Smith, for an alleged libel on 
him, centained in a leading article criticising the conduct of 
the European Assurance Society in the case of Codd v. 
Smith, lately commented on by yon. The insurance com- 
pany have availed themselves of this opportunity to insert 
in Sir F. Smith’s affidavit a number of statements and 
figures showing the solvency of the undertaking, and elabo- 
rate vindications of the bona fides of their conduct ; and this 
document has been published at full length in some of the 
Dublin newspapers. Of course no one can object to this; 
it is only fair that the company should be heard in their 
own defence, and they are naturally tempted by the ad- 
vantage of making their defence under the sanction of Sir 
Frederick Smith’s oath. But of course a case so made is 
subject to public criticism, and with your permission I shall 
say a few words upon the subject, but principally upon the 
legal aspect of the questions raised. 

The case made in defence of their delay for a whole year 
in settling this claim, and for their pleading a sham defence 
at the end of that time, is to the effect that it had not been 
proved to their satisfaction that the claimants were the 
proper persons to be paid the money, and were empowered 
0 give a valid receipt. It appears that the widow, who is 





plaintiff in this action, was not the person who effected the 
policy, but that it was effected by the mother of the i 

and settled upon him on his marriage, and that the widow 
was entitled, as executrix of the deceased, and by the limi- 
tations in the settlement. All this did not involve any 
elaborate investigation or deduction of title, and, indeed, it 
appears from the solicitor’s letters, so far back as the 7th 
November, 1867, that the only point in dispute then was 
whether the will should be proved in England as well as 
Ireland, or rather whether the Irish probate should be re- 
sealed, which has the same effect. Upon this point it 
appears two cases were laid before counsel, but the opinion 
of the eminent member of the Inner Bar who advises the 
company is not given.* It would seem, however, that the 
answer of the learned Q.C. to the queries put to him were 
highly oracular, as the affidavit states that both his opinions 
“ Jeft it in doubt whether they could safely pay the amount ofa 
policy effected with them upon an Irish probate or letters of 
administration.” To show the real opinion entertained by 
the company’s solicitors of the value of this legal objection, 
I may observe that in a letter from them to their Dublin 
agents, written at the time they were taking counsel's 
opinion (22nd November), they say, ‘ We wish to gain time 
and avoid all costs, if possible, as we expect to be in a 
position in the course of a week to advise that the claim be 

aid.” 

The affidavit then goes on to show that the resealing of 
the probate has been hitherto considered necessary, and that 
it is now proposed to alter that, a bill being actually before 
Parliament for the purpose. It is true that to recover in an 
English court resealing is necessary, and it is a monstrous 
absurdity that it should be so. Once take cognisance of the 
probate in Ireland at all, as is permitted by the 20 & 21 
Vict. c. 79, and why need the formality of resealing be 
necessary. Surely it is as easy to enact that all the English 
Courts shall take cognisance of the seal of the Irish Probate 
Court as that the English Probate Court shall take notice 
of its proceedings for the purpose of resealing them. But 
the real question in this case is, what necessity is there for 
resealing when there is no necessity for suing in an English 
court. The difficulty in the case arises from the fact that 
this is not assets the recovery of which can only be enforced 
in one forum, but it isa contract which may be sued upon 
either in England or Ireland. It may be sued upon in 
England because the parties to be sued reside there, and it 
may be sued upon in Ireland because the parties to be sued 
have an agent there, and as the cause of action, it has been 
decided, arose within the jurisdiction of the Irish court 
(Kett v. Robinson, 4 Tr. C. Li. 186), substitution of service of 
process may be ordered. The executrix of the deceased 
naturally says:—‘‘ Why should I reseal my probate in 
England? I made my contract with you in Ireland; the 
proposal was made and the policy delivered here. You re- 
side in England it is true, and if you had no one to repre- 
sent you residing here I should be unable to get at you; 
but, fortunately, you have, and, therefore, why not pay me ?” 

On the other hand, the insurance company replies—* You 
are suing only in a representative capacity. e Court of 
Probate in Ireland, it is true, has declared you the proper 
representative of the deceased, but I may be sued hereafter 
in England by another person whom the Court of Probate 
in England, without notice of the Irish proceedings, has 
declared the proper representative.” 

Now, here is the matter knit to an issue. Could the in- 
surance company plead payment of the amount to a person 
duly declared the personal representative of the deceased by 
the Irish Probate Court, in answer to an action by a person 
having obtained representation in England? And on this 
point thero is direct authority in the case of Whyte v. Rose, 
3 Q. B. 510. That case decided (the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber reversing the judgment of the Court of Queen’s 
Bench) that it is not necessary to obtain an Irish Probate 
where the parties to the bond sued upon are within the 
jurisdiction of the court in England, merely because the 
bond was bona notabilia in Ireland at the death of the intes- 
tate ; and Tindal, C.J., in delivering the judgment of the 
Court, observes :—“ In one sense, indeed, it is properly laid 
down in that case (Shaw v. Stoughton, 2 Lev. 86) that, under 
the circumstances therein supposed, several administrations 
must be committed, one for the goods in England, another 
for the goods in Ireland, for no administrator could sue in 
the English courts in respect of the personal estate, where- 
ever it was found, at the death of the intestate, without an 





* ‘The affidavit mentions the name of Mr, Cleasby, Q.C,—Ep. &. J. 
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English administration. Nor, again, could any administra- 
tor sue in the courts of Ireland without an Irish administra- 
tion. And in that sense, and to that extent, it is true there 
must be two administrations. But, supposing the Irish 
debtor to come within the jurisdiction of the English courts, 
whether the administrator under a prerogative administra- 
tion in England must take out letters of administration in 
Ireland also is a point on which the case cited furnishes no 
decision. Upon the authority of that case, indeed, if the 
administrator under an Irish administration had received the 
debt and given a release for it, it would have been a bar to any 
demand upon the part of the administrator in England.” 
What now becomes of this great point of law over which 
the company deliberated for a year, and the legal scruples 
which two opinions of counsel (the contents of which are 
carefully - secret) failed to satisfy ? UnINsuRED. 
Dubhn, May 11th. 





County Court Law. 

Sir,—I shall feel very much obliged to any subscriber 
who will answer the following questions in the next number 
of this journal, and especially by his referring to a case :— 

A., by letter, orders goods of B., who resides at a dis- 
tance. B. sends the goods and pays the carriage. Does 
the letter constitute such a part of the cause of action in 
B.’s district as to enable him to sue there ? 

B. pays the carriage part of the way only, A. pays the 
remainder, and charges it to B.: where are the goods de- 
livered ? G. A. J. 





Saez by AvcTION, 
Sir,—Property advertised for sale, A. attends the sale at 
considerable costs for travelling, no sale takes place: who 
is liable, the vendor or the auctioneer ? G. A. J. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
May 8.—The Capital Punishment within Prisons Bill passed 
through committee. 


May 12.—Zhe Judgment Debtors’ Bill, The Bankruptcy 
Bill, and the Bankruptcy Acts Repeal Bill were abandoned. 

Regulation of Railways.—In committee on this Bill clauses 
1 (short title), 2) (interpretation), 3 and 4 (accounts to be 
kept, signed and distributed), were agreed to, with verbal 
amendments. Clause 5 (penalty for signing false accounts) 
was amended so as to exclude the case of an officer ignorantly 
signing a false account. Clause 14 (silk) was omitted. A 
few other slight alterations were made, and the report of 
amendments was agreed to. 

The Capital Punishment within Prisons Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

The New Law Courts—Lord Denman called attention to 
the uncertainty which prevailed as to the adoption of any 
plan for the new Courts of Justice : large votes, amounting 
toa million and a half sterling, had been dedicated to that 
purpose. In one year £700,000 had been advanced for it, 
and £660,000 in another, leaving only £140,000 remaining. 
The Court of Exchequer and the Court of the Master of the 
Rolls had been mentioned as models, and he believed that 
if two or three good courts like them were constructed for 
the Probate and other courts, near Carey-street, they would 
answer every purpose. A certificate had been given that the 
expense of the new Law Courts would not be more than 
£1,500,000, but nothing could be more vague, and it was 
probable that by the time they were finished, on the scale 
br ayy the expense would not be much less than the cost 

f the Abyssinian war. 

The Lord Chancellor said the position was this :—A 
competition was invited, which was responded to by a cer- 
tain number of architects—eight or nine—who sent in plans, 
which were publicl exhibited. Before they were sent in, a 
memorandum was drawn up of the terms on which the exhibi- 
tion was to be held, and it was settled that referees should be 
spppiaied by the Treasury, who were to determine to which 
of the plans exhibited the award of superior execution ought 
to be given. The referees who were charged with this duty 
were unable to agree that any one of the plans exhibited in 
competition was the best, but they selected two, and made 
an award that they thought the interior plan of one of the 
competitors and the exterior plan of another were the best. 
That award having been made, some of the unsuccessful 
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competitors objected to it as being beyond the power of the 
referees. They said, ‘‘ We entered into competition each 
one against every other, but not into competition with the 
joint production of two others.” In the memorandum of the 
terms of competition it was stated that any matter in dis- 
pute should be referred to the decision of the Attorney- 
General. That had been done, and until the reference was 
concluded it would not be in the power of the commissioners 
for the erection of the Palace of Justice to take any steps in 
regard to the selection of any plan. He hoped that before 
long the reference would be terminated, and that the Com- 
missioners would then be allowed to proceed with the erec- 
tion of the building. 

The Religious, &c., Building Sites Bill was read a second 
time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
May 8.—The Documentary Evidence Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 


May 12.—Local Charges on Real Property.—Sir M. Lopes 
moved, ‘‘ That inasmuch as the local charges on real property 
have of late years much increased, and are annually increas- 
ing, it is neither just nor politic that all these burdens 
should be levied exclusively from this description of pro- 
perty.” He argued that as real property amounted now to not 
more than one-third of the annual income of the country, it 
was unfair that it should bear six-sevenths of the local bur- 
dens. After somediscussion the motion was withdrawn. 

The County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Bill.-—In com- 
mittee Mr. Knatchbuli-Hugessen, Mr. Gorst, and Mr. 
Freshfields, opposed the bill as premature, a royal com- 
mission still sitting, and also on the ground that the reme- 
dies proyided by the local courts were cheaper and speedier 
than the county court process proposed by the bill, and that 
the county courts were already overloaded. 

The Solicitor-General said the object of the Bill was to 
facilitate the trial of cases which, from the small amount at 
stake, it was inconvenient to carry to the Court of Ad- 
miralty. The hon. member for Hull proposed, in the first 
instance, to confer Admiralty jurisdiction, in cases where the 
claim did not exceed £500, on twenty-two county courts, 
appointing a judge to each of these with a salary of £2,000 
a year. This would have involved an expense to the country 
of £44,000 a year, and the jurisdiction thus given would 
have been sales formidable. The grievance, he thought, 
might be met by a much less cumbrous machinery 
the original Bill contained. He had sug; certain 
alterations. First of all, there should not be twenty-two 
county courts named in the Bill; but where it was thought 
necessary or desirable a jurisdiction should be given to each 
county court, similar to Admiralty jurisdiction. That should 
be done by Order in Council, and without increasing the 
charge on the county. Wherever a cause of action arose 
within the county court district, the suit would be com- 
menced by a summons served on the captain or owner of 
the ship resident within the district. The cause would go 
before the county court, and there should be a list of 
nautical assessors laid before the Judge of the High 
Court of Admiralty, and confirmed by him, so that, 
in cases of salvages and collision, the county 
court judge, if he thought proper, or if required by 
by either party, would be assisted by two nautical assessors. 
Although, therefore, the proceedure was analogous to the 
Admiralty Court, it would be but a county court jurisdic- 
tion. Instead of £500, he proposed the limit to the amount 
claimed should be £300 ; and practically the decision would 
not be much more than from £50 to £100. He also recom- 
mended that there should be a clause in the Bill giving the 
power of appeal. If difficult questions arose the jud 
might at once remove the case into the High Court of Ad- 
miralty. 

On going into committee on the Bill, the clauses up to 
13 were agreed to. 

On the motion of Mr. Horsfall, a clause was introdueed 
reserving the authority of the Court of Passage in Liver- 
pool. 

On the motion of Mr. Knatchbull-Hugessen, an amend- 
ment was introduced in the schedule to reserve the authority 
of the Cinque Ports Court. 

The Bill was then ordered to be reported with amend- 
ments. 

The Boundary Bill.—It was agreed that this Bill should be 
referred to a select committee to be nominated on Monday. 
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The New Law Courts.—A vote of £106,000 was agreed to. 
Alderman Lusk hoped the question of approaches would be 
dealt with in time. 

Mr. M. Chambers said this was a grave question. He had 
heard it stated that in order to provide sufficient accommo- 
dation, light, and air on the site which had been chosen, it 
would be necessary to take down one side of Chancery-lane. 
He therefore thought that there should be ample investiga- 
tion before more money was expended, and he would suggest 
whether it might not be advisable to reconsider the idea ori- 

inally suggested in that House, of adopting the Thames 

imbankment site. He was told that the siteat present selected 
had been purchased at a comparatively small price, and 
might be sold at a profit. He would suggest that the Govern- 
ment ought to ascertain from the Metropolitan Board of 
Works upon what terms they would accommodate the com- 
munity with ample space for the erection of the law courts 
on the side of the river. He had reason for surmising that 
if the Government communicated with that board they 
might within a short period obtain a most admirable site for 
that purpose. 

The Irish Church—Mr. Gladstone's Suspensory Bill, to pre- 
vent for a limited time new appointments in the Church of 
Treland, ani to restrain for the same period, in certain re- 
spects, the proceedings of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
for Ireland, was read a first time. 

May 13.— Weights and Measures (Metric System) Bill.— 
The second reading was carried by a majority of 217 to 66. 

The Partition Bill was read a second time. 





TRELAND. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
May 9.— New Queen's Counsel. 


Peter Barlow, Leinster Circuit ; called Easter Term, 1827. 

Robert Johnstone, Chairman of the County Down ; called 
Easter Term, 1829. 

Acheson Thompson Henders-n, North-West Circuit; 
called Trinity Term, 1837. 

Henry Concannon, LL.D., Connaught Circuit; called 
Hilary Term, 1839. 

William Bennett Campion ; called Easter Term, 1840. 

John B. Murphy, Leinster Circuit; called Easter Term, 
1840. 

Edward T. Ffrench Beytagh, Connaught Circuit ; called 
Trinity Term, 1842. 

James P. Hamilton, Chairman of the County Carlow, 
North-West Circuit ; called Hilary Term, 1844. 

J. Faviere Elrington, LL.D. ; called Hilary Term, 1847. 

Arthur Stanley Jackson, North-East Circuit; called 
Easter Term, 1847. 





_* ROLLS COURT. 
- May 9.—M‘Ashkie v. M'Cay. 

When this case was call 

The Solicitor-General said that the junior counsel on 
both sides, upon one of whom would have devolved the 
duty of opening the pleadings, had both been called within 
the bar that morning. He believed, however, that, for the 
purpose of that case, the privilege of opening the pleadings 
would remain with the new Queen’s Counsel. 

Buchanan said the practice was otherwise at law. It 
was the invariable rule on circuit when such a thing hap- 
pened for the judge to postpone the case until a new junior 
counsel had been instructed to open the pleadings. 

The Solicitor-General said Mr Walter Boyd would open 
the pleadings in this case if nec . He (Solicitor- 
General) was anxious that the privileges of the outer bar 
should not be infringed upon. 

Finally, at the request of counsel on both sides, 

The Master of the Rolls postponed the case till Tuesday. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(In Banco.—Before the Lory Curgr Justicz and O’Brizn, 
Frrzcexa.p, and Georeg, JJ.) 
May 8.—The Queen, at the prosecution of Sir J. M. Frederick 
Smith v. The Proprietor of “ Saunders’ News Letter.” 

/ Butt, Q.C., and Litton, appeared on behalf of Sir F. Smith 
for liberty to file a criminal information against Francis 
O'Mara, the registered printer and publisher of Saunders’ 
News Letter, for an article published in that journal upon 
tthe recent case of Codd v. the Enropean Assurance Society, 





(noticed in our own columns ante pp. 534, 543). The article 
contained the following passage :— 

“Nothing could be more unfortunate, not only for the 
public, but still more for assurance companies themselves, 
than a prevalence of the belief that the representatives of 
those who had trusted them would be met with evasions and 
delays, or even downright fraud and dishonesty, in the pro- 
secution of their just claims. The public would thus be dis- 
couraged from adopting a mode of provision which is s0 
eminently advantageous, and the companies would lose a 
proportion of the profits to which such useful institutions 
are fairly entitled. Though such a policy is so obviously 
contrary to the best interests of the companies themselves, 
yet we regret to say that we have had sometimes to com- 
ment on the shabby conduct of some great English institu- 
tions which extend their operations to this side of the water, 
and attempt to carry out practices here on which they would 
not venture in England. We confess, however, that we 
have seldom met with a case of such enormity as that which 
we published yesterday at considerable length. It appears 
that Mr. Codd, whose sudden death about twelve months 
ago was so universally deplored, had the misfortune to have 
effected an insurance for £2,000, on the bonus system, with 
a concern thus styled, ‘The European Life Insurance and 
Annuity Company.’ For thirty-five years he had punctually 
paid the stipulated premium ; and, naturally enough, his 
executors thought they had —. to ask for payment of 
the policy from a company into which Mr. Codd had been 
arc a portion of his savings for more than a generation. 

ut the reality was very different. Every device and every 
means of delay which the law allowed—and it is rather 
liberal in such matters—was availed of without scruple, and 
although the policy was effected in this country, the direc- 
tors insisted on probate being resealed in England, or, in 
other words, that the executors should fo ly prove the 
will a second time—a process we need hardly say, tedious 
and expensive, and the threat of enforcing which frequently 
enables companies of inferior standing to effect advantage- 
ous compromises of just claims, especially when the sum at 
stake is of small amount. At length, however, when every 
means of amicable arrangement was at at end, a writ was 
issued, but even then the devices of this shifty concern were 
not exhausted. Three times, it seems, they had changed 
their name, and amalgamated with some other establishment, 
until af present they have as many aliases as a pickpocket, 
and as many disguises as a detective. No wonder, after so 


_many operations of this nature, there was some difficulty in 


discovering who was the proper person to be sued; no 
matter whom the plaintiff determined to proceed against, 
we have little doubt that the company would have made 
some objections, although they made nome at all to 
receiving the premiums during Mr. Codd’s life. 

executors properly, as the Court decided, issued a 
writ against Sir Frederic Smith, K.H., K.C.B., and 
holding we do not know how many honours and decorations 
besides. This gentleman is chairman of the company which 
had received Mr. Codd’s money, but when sued on its be- 
half he endeavours to shuffle off msibility in a manner 
which aroused the indignation of the bench. It is true that 
Sir Frederic Smith may not have had any mal know- 
ledge of the evasions attempted in his name, but it is one of 
the greatest scandals in the financial world at the present 
day that men with ble positions and high-sounding 
titles allow (for a coliaideration) their names to be used in 
furtherance of dishonest enterprises. Such men forget that 
when a duty is undertaken its Bw aoe ma is not a question 
of convenience, but of duty and of honour, and that culpable 


neglect is but little, if at all, removed from actual misdoing. 


In the case of life assurance companies especially, the 

directors ought to exercise peculiar care in the formance 

of their duties; for not only are these complex in their na- 

ture, and such as need considerable judgment in their exer- 

cise, but a peculiar trust is reposed by the public in the 
ers of these institutions.” 

Butt, Q.C., said the imputation which his client felt most 
keenly was that of being one of a class of well 
known in London, who lend their names to public companies 
without attending to them, and of allowing his name to be 
used for “ dishonest en’ ises.”’ 

Mr. Justice O’Brrzn.—Does the article impute more than 


lect, ? 
Batt, Q.C., said it imputed that he became the chairman 
of a company which was a dishonest enterprise, and that he 
lent his name and never interfered to prevent them from 
using it for dishonest purposes, 
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A long affidavit had been filed by Sir F. Smith, in which 

he set forth in rather glowing terms the prosperity of the 
company, stated and repudiated the imputations which he 
conceived to be cast upon himself by the article complained 
of, stated that he had always attended to the affairs of 
the company as its chairman, and detailed the proceedings 
which had taken place in reference to Mrs. Codd’s claim and 
the action, the technical defence to which had given rise to 
the article in question. The affidavit also asserted that 
there was an actual and bond fide doubt as to whether the 
Irish probate ought not to be resealed in England, and 
recited a letter to that effect written by Messrs. Eyre & Co., 
the solicitors to the company in November, 1867; it also 
stated that Sir F. Smith was not personally cognizant of 
any of the proceedings taken inthe action. It appeared also 
from the affidavit that the following letters had been written 
by the solicitors of the company ia London to the solicitors 
in Dublin :-— 
mm Dear Sir,~—Will you please take the necessary steps on 
behalf of the European Society for defence of this action. 
We wish to gain time and avoid all the costs possible, as we 
expect to be in a position in the course of a week to advise 
that the claim be paid. 

“We shall submit a case to counsel to-morrow for his 
opinion as to the point at issue between Messrs. D. and F. 

i id and ourselves, namely, as to the necessity of re- 
sealing the probate in England.—Yours truly, 

“GL. P. Eyre & Co.” 

“ Dear Sir,—Be so good as to obtain further time to enter 
appearance herein, and if not able to do this, please file a 
mere legal defence, as suggested by you. We expect to re- 
ceive instructions from our clients after their next board 
meeting to pay the claim at once.—Yours faithfully. 

G. L. P. Eyre & Co.” 

Litton (with Butt, Q.C.), followed, and submitted that 
some of the observations which fell from the bench on the 
occasion of the motion to set aside the defence were extra 


udicial. 
: The Lonny Cuier Justice said the article related to pro- 
ceedings which had taken place two or three days previously 
in the sourt, and it was not controverted or disputed that 
the report of what had occurred in the Queen’s Bench was 
correct, and it was the undoubted bi ev of the press, after a 
full and accurate report had been published of the proceed- 
ings ina court of justice, to comment on what has been done. 
This was the fully established right of the press in this coun- 
try, but the question was whether the article complained of 
or the editor of the journal had transcended the limits of 
fair and just comment, and made the publication a vehicle 
for mere abuse. Itreferred to certain facts which took place 
upon a motion discussed and decided in this court, and the 
article was one which was written with considerable ability. 

After noticing several portions of the article in detail, his 
Lordship continued :— 

In reference to the proceedings in this court to set aside 
the defence filed on the part of Sir F. Smith, he had 
sent for the book in which their orders were taken down, and 
it appeared that on the 19th of November last, in the suit of 
Margaret Codd, executrix of Francis Codd, against General 
Sir F. Smith, sued as one of the directors, and representing 
the European Life Assurance Company, an order was made 
to substitute service upon their local agent having an office 
here, Mr. Shaw; and also by transmitting a registered letter 
to the secretary of the company, 316, Regent-street, London. 
That order was allowed to be made absolute without any 
cause being shown against it, and that was the time to 
have made any objection to the legal name of the com- 
pany sued, or the selection of Sir F. Smith as 
the nominal defendant, and no arguments of counsel 
could separate the chairman and the directors of the com- 
pany from the proceedings which were taken in their 
name by those who were acting for them in this litigation. 
The writer did not mean to impute personal misconduct to 
Sir KF. Smith, but he was dealing with him as the 
chairman of the company, and commenting on what he 
designated the endeavour to shuffle off responsibility, and 
the order for substituting service proved that when it was 
made no cause was shown against its being made absolute. 
The comments in the newspaper should be considered in 
reference to the subject-matter of the article—they were in 
relation to the delays interposed in — a policy of in- 
surance, and the dates showed that Mr. Codd, the life as- 
sured, died in May, 1867, and the Court could not, after at- 
tending to all the statements of counsel, discover any real 





or substantial reason offered why the cheque given to the 
ag in the action since the last order, pronounced a 
ew days ago, should not have been sooner paid to the 
parties suing. A public company such as the one in ques- 
tion should act with liberality in reference to the persons 
seeking to recover the amount of policies; and when they 
were dealing with the representatives of such honourable 
men as Mr. Codd, and where professional gentlemen of high 
honour were eé they should in such instances come 
to a frank consideration of a claim, and not act as if they 
were dealing with those who might be suspected of un- 
worthy conduct or motives. The Lord Chief Justice con- 
cluded by observing that, looking at the whole tendency of 
the article, there was nothing imputing to General Smith 
unworthy conduct. If it commented strongly on some of 
the proceedings of the company of which he was i 

and personal misconduct not having been imputed to him, 
there was no ground for objecting to the criticism of the 
press, and the motion for a conditional order must be re- 


O’Batgn, J., concurred in the rule pronounced by the 
Lord Chief Justiee. The article imputed to Sir F. 
Smith neglect in his office of director, and that he had not 
exercised a careful watch over the ings of the case in 
which his name was used. He was a man of high respecta- 
bility, but he was censured for leaving the management to 
the officers of the company, and for not exercising a control, 
from the want of which by officers in high positions in many 
instances the public were the sufferers. 

FirzeGEra.p, J., fully concurred that there should be no 
rule on the motion, and from something which had fallen 
from Mr. Litton, he wished to say he adhered to the remarks 
made on the oscasion of the motion, although they were 
said to be extra-judicial. The p i of a court of 
justice, and which took place in the pro of a case, when 
published, the press had an undoubted right to comment 
upon, and it was but just and right that such comments 
should be made. During the discussion of the motion which 
the article in Saunders’ News Letter referred to, he (Judge 
Fitzgerald) had characterised the defence filed as evasive, 
and calculated to mislead; and it appeared that when Sir 
F. Smith was sued as the nominal defendant of the 
company, a conditional order was obtained so far back as 
November last, substituting service upon the As- 
surance Company, by serving the local agent 
transmitting a registered letter to their 
offices, 316, Regent-street. The order was made absolute 
without any cause being shown, and then it was the duty 
of the company to have pointed out the mistake in the name 
of the society. But no objection was then pointed out, and 
a defence was filed, objecting that Sir F. Smith had 
not been properly sued. The Court, after great difficulty— 
it might be from want of sufficient capacity to understand— 
at length found out, in the last paragraph of the pleadings, 
that this was the defence intended to be relied on, and 
the defence was held to be evasive and embarrassing ; 
and he (Fitzgerald, J.,) would, if it were not for respect 
for counsel, apply to it the strongest epithet—a dishonest 
defence. He would repeat the epithet dishonest, whether 
the observation were to ed as judicial or extra- 
judicial. His Lordship added that during the discussion 
of the motion, he said he was sure, from what he knew of 
Sir F. Smith, that he was not aware of his name 
being used in the proceedings; and he was rejoiced to find 
by that gentleman’s affidavit that the fact was so, and that 
he had relieved himself from the responsibity of 
some of the steps taken in his name. Sir F. 
Smith had exonerated himself fully. There was no 
imputation whatsoever on him as a man of honour— 
his name was adverted to in relation to his position as chair- 
man of this society, and to a defence filed resisting an in- 
disputable claim, and which he (Judge Fitzgerald ) considered 
dishonest as well as emb ing and evasive. 

Judge GzorGe also concurred in the refusal to grant the 
order. He expressed it as his opinion that for no motive, 
not even to obtain the opinion of English counsel, should 
the solicitors of the company have instructed the solicitor 
here to file a defence to gain time. 


INCORPORATED SOCIETY OF ATTORNEYS 
AND SOLICITORS OF [TRELAND 
The general half-yearly nog of this society was held 
on Saturday, in the Solicitors’ Hall, Four Courts, to receive 
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a statement of accounts, and to transact other business. At 
two o'clock the chair was taken by Sir Richard J. T. Orpen. 
President. 

Mr. Joun H. Goppanp, Secretary, having read the adver- 
tisement convening the meeting, stated that the accounts 
from May, 1867, to May, 1868, were on the table. There 
was a balance in bank at present of £411 12s. 11d., besides 
which he had in hand £5 4s. 6d.—total, £416 17s. 6d. 

The Cuarrman.—That statement is very satisfactory. 

Mr. G. W. Suannon then moved the following resolu- 
tion :—‘‘ We are of opinion that the present system of elect- 
ing the 31 members of the council of the Law Society is not 
satisfactory, as in practice it continues the same members 
from year to year, and we are of opinion that each voter 
should be limited to 21 members of the outgoing council, 
with 10 members of the Law Society, so that the incoming 
council shall consist of 21 members having the highest 
number of votes, with 10 new members, not of the council, 
having the highest number of votes; the consequential 
alterations to be made in the rules of the suciety.” He 
observed that under the present system he would con- 
tend the members of council were practically elected for 
life. This was strongly complained of by the younger 
members, who, although they would not combine to remove 
any particular member, still felt strongly that there should 
be an infusion of new blood every year. The result of the 
existing plan, which might be described as a farce, or as 
pantomimic, was a want of interest manifested both in the 
half-yearly meetings and the annual elections. Last year 
only 120 members voted, out of the whole of the profession. 
By electing the same 31 members annually, they encouraged 
the drones on the council, and practically made the whole 
body irresponsible. Though he admitted that the affairs of 
the society were very well managed, still the changes he 
proposed would, he believed, be attended with the best 
results. 

Mr. Tuzopore CronxELm seconded the resolution—not 
from any feeling of hostility to the present council, but in 
order to have the question opened, and, if possible, new 
blood introduced into it from time to time. 

Mr. J. H. Nunn moved—“ That the mode of electing the 
council be made conformable to that of the Law Society of 
England, and that for that purpose the number of 
members of the council be reduced to thirty, and that 
it be referred to council to frame rules in accordance 
with those of the English Law Society, to be submitted 
to an adjourned meeting of the society, and that the elec- 
tion in December next be held under such new system.” 
The plan proposed by Mr. Shannon bound the members 
to select 21 members of the old council. At present, 
though the election of the members was called a farce and a 
pantomime, it was open to every member to vote for whom 
he liked. He considered that his amendment was better 
than the resolution, for it proposed to limit the council to 
30, of whom ten should every year retire by rotation, ten 
new members taking their places. In three years by this 
process the whole council would receive a thorough change. 
The system he proposed—of which he entered into some de- 
tail—was adopted by nearly all the banking and other 
companies, and was working well. 

Mr. Antuvr Mo.ioy seconded the amendment. 

After some discussion the CuarrMan put the amendment, 
which was declared to be lost. He then put the original 
resolution, and a division was called for. The chairman, 
while the votes were being taken, said he would vote 
against the resolution, and the tellers announced the result 
as 26 for, and 25 against Mr. Shannon’s motion—the chair- 
man’s vote making the numbers equal. ‘The chairman 
then gave the casting vote against the resolution, which he 
then declared lost. An animated and vehement discussion 
then took place, several of the supporters of Mr. Shannon’s 
resolution protesting that the chairman had not a vote and 
casting vote, while its opponents asserted he had. 

Mr. Suanyon asserted that the numbers were wrongly 
counted, and that there ought to have been 27 recorded on 
his side, but the tellers denied that this was the fact. 

Ultimately the Cuarmman ruled that it was his right to 
— a vote and casting vote, and that the resolution was 


Mr. Arthur Barlow, Vice-President, was then moved to 
the second chair, and a vote of thanks having been moved 
to the president, the meeting separated. 





The attorneys and solicitors of Ireland entertained Sir 








Richard J. 'T. Orpen at a banquet given in the Ancient 
Concert Rooms on Saturday, the 9th instant, Arthur Barlow, 
Esq., Vice-President of the Incorporated Law Society, in 
the chair. The usual loyal toasts having been given, the 
chairman, in suitable terms, proposed the health of the 
guest, which was received with great acclamation. Sir 
Richard J. T. Orpen, in a feeling manner, responded, re- 
ferring to many points of interest to the profession and to 
his own relations with it. 








OBITUARY. 


LORD BROUGHAM. 

Lord Brougham, the most indefatigable and restlessly 
indomitable man who ever raised himself to the woolsack, 
or took part in English politics, passed calmly away in his 
sleep on the night of Thursday, the 7th. We take from the 
columns of our contemporary the Pall Mall Gazette the 
following brief summary of his life, which belongs indeed 
to political rather than legal history :— 

“ Henry Brougham was the eldest son of the late Mr. Hen 
Brougham, of Scales Hall, Cumberland, and Brougham Hall, 
Westmoreland, by Eleanor, daughter of the Rev. James Syne, 
maternal niece of the historian Robertson, and was born in 
St. Andrew’s-square, Edinburgh, Sept. 19th, 1779. He re- 
ceived his education first at the High School, Edinburgh, 
under Mr. Luke Fraser, and afterwards under Dr. Adam, 
author of the celebrated treatise on Roman Antiquities ; and 
from the High School he passed to the University of Edin- 
burgh, where he was a pupil of Dugald Stewart, Black, 
Robinson, and several other well-known professors. He 
was admitted a Scottish advocate in 1800. Having removed 
to London in the year 1808, he was called to the bar 
at Lincoln’s-inn, and entered upon practice on_ the 
Northern Circuit. He was first returned to Par- 
liament as member for Camelford, a pocket borough 
in the patronage of the late Duke of Cleveland, then Earl 
of Darlington. He made his first speech in the House of 
Commons on March 5, 1810, in the debate on Mr. Whit- 
bread’s motion of censure on the Earl of Chatham for pri- 
vately transmitting to the King his narrative of the expe- 
dition to the Scheldt. In 1825 Mr. Brougham was elected 
Lord Rector of the Glasgow University, and in 1827 he laid 
the foundation of the Society for the Diffusion of Useful 
Knowledge, of which he was also the first president. He 
was raised to the peerage and made Lord Chancellor in 1830. 
In 1819 Lord Brougham married Mary Anne, widow of Mr. 
John Spalding, and eldest daughter of Thomas Eden, 
Deputy Auditor of Greenwich Hospital (brother of the late 
Lord Auckland and Henley), by whom he had an only 
daughter, who died young, Nov. 30th, 1839. In 1860 he ob- 
tained a free patent of peerage, with remainder to his 
brother, Mr. William Brougham, and his issue male.” 

His best known legal achievements are his defences of 
Cobbett and Hunt when indicted for libel, and the celebrated 
defence of Queen Caroline, with which his name will for 
ever be associated. As a politician, he promoted, with Wilber- 
force, the Abolition of Slavery Bill, and supported, by some 
of his grandest speeches, the Reform Bill of 1832. an 
author, he may be said to have written upon everything. 
Further notice we must reserve. 

Mr. 8. B. TOLLER, Q.C. 

We have to announce the death of Samuel Bush Toller, 
Esq., one of her Majesty’s counsel, who expired at his resi- 
dence, West Heath, Hampstead, on the 10th of May, aged 
sixty-four years. Mr. Toller was called to the bar at 
Lincoln’s-inn, in May, 1880, and was appointed a Queen’s 
Counsel in 1858. He was a bencher of Lincoln’s-inn. 


MR. LEONARD HICKS. 

The death is reported of Leonard Hicks, Esq., soli- 
citor, of Gray’s Inn Square, which occurred at his resi- 
dence, Paddock Lock, Kentish Town, on the 7th 
May, at the advanced age of eighty-cight years. 
The deceased gentleman took out his certificate as an 
attorney in Easter Term 1807, and formerly was 
in partnership with the late Mr. Marris; but since 1846 he 
has carried on business with his son, Mr. Leonard Hopwood 
Hicks, under the style and title of Hicks & Son. He was 
a member of the Incorporated Law Socicty, the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association, the Metropolitan and Provincial 
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Law Association, and of the Law Association for the benefit 
of Widows and Families, &c. 





MR. E. A. BROMEHEAD. 

The late Edmund Arthur Bromehead, Ee Lincoln 
and Woorllands, near Keswick, Solicitor and tor, who 
died on the 2nd instant, was a son of John May Bromehead, 
Esq., of Lincoln, Solicitor and Proctor, and was educated at 
the Lincoln Grammar School. He was born in the year 
1814, and was admitted a solicitor in Michaelmas Term, 
1835. He was secre’ of the Lincolnshire Law Society 
for many years, and on his retirement was presented with a 
handsome testimonial. By his death an annuity which he 
held under the Court of Probate Act will fallin. He be- 
queathed a legacy of £50 to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciation by his last will. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 
President, Mr. Groves. 


At the Law Institution, on Tuesday last, the debate on 
the proposed disestablishment and disendowment of the 
Irish Church, which was adjourned from the last meeting, 
was resumed in the affirmative by Mr. Warmington. On a 
division, after a discussion which lasted nearly three hours, 
the question was carried in the affirmative by a majority of 
one. The number of members present was 29. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


TRINITY TERM. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 
6 will 


The Preliminary Examination in General Knowledg 
take place on Wednesday the 28th and Thursday the 29th 
October, 1868, and will comprise :— 

1. Reading aloud a passage from some English Author. 

2. Writing from dictation. 

3. English Grammar. 

4. Writing a short English composition. 

5. Arithmetic—A competent knowledge of the first four 
rules, simple and compound. 

6. Geography of Europe and of the British Isles. 

7. History—Questions on English History. 

8. Latin—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 

9. 1. Latin. 2. Greek, Ancient or Modcrn. 3. French. 
4. German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 

The Special Examiners have selected the following Books, 
in which candidates will be examined in the subjects num- 
bered 9 at the Examination on the 28th and 29th October, 
1868 :— 


In Latin . Cicero, De Senectute, or Ovid, Fasti, 
Book I. 
Tn Greek . Xenophon, Anabasis, Book I. 


In Modern Greek Beroris ‘leropia rig ’Aptpixis BiBriov %. 


In French . . G. Guizot, Alfred le Grand, or Corneille, 
Horace. 

In German . . Schiller, Die Braut von Messina, or 
Géthe, Torquato Tasso. 

In Spanish . . Cervantes, Don Quixote, cap. xv. to xxx., 
both inclusive; or Moratin, El Si de 

& nas. 
In Italian . . Manzoni’s I Promessi Sposi, cap. i. to viii., 


both inclusive, or T'asso’s Gerusalemme, 
4, 5, and 6 cantos ; and Volpe’s Eton 
Italian Grammar. 

With reference to the subjects numbered 9, each candi- 
date will be examined in one language only, according to 
his selection. Candidates will have the choice of either of 
the above-mentioned works. 

The examinations will be held at the Incorporated Law 
Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, London, and at some of the 
following Towns :—Birmingham, Brighton, Bristol, Cam- 
bridge, Cardiff, Carlisle, Carmarthen, Chester, Durham, 
Exeter, Lancaster, Leeds, Lincoln, Liverpool, Maidstone, 
Manchester, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Oxford, Plymouth, Salis- 
bury, Shrewsbury, Swansea, Worcester, York. 

Candidates are required by the Judges’ Orders to give one 





calendar month’s notice to the Incorporated Law Society, 
before the day appointed for the examination, of the language 
in which they propose to be examined, the place at which 
they wish to be examined, and their age and place of educa- 
tion. All notices should be addressed to the Secretary of 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, W.C. 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 


Thursday, the 4th June, is the day appointed for the 
examination of persons under articles of clerkship to attor- 
neys; candidates for examination are to attend on: that day 
at half-past nine in the forenoon, at the Hall of the Incor- 
porated Law Society, Chancery-lane, London. The exa- 
mination will commence at ten o'clock precisely, and close 
at four o’clock. 

Articles, &c., to be left with the Secretary on or before 
Thursday, the 21st May; and in case articles and testi- 
monials of service have been already deposited, should 
be re-entered, the fee paid, and the answers comp. on 
or before the 21st May. 

Candidates applying to be examined under the 4th section 
of the Attorneys Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain 
copies of the further questions relating to the ten years’ 
service antecedent to the articles of clerkship; and such 
questions duly answered must be left with the articles, 
&c., on or before the 21st May. 

Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction of 
the examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are not re- 
quired to leave replies to the further questions again. 

Fee, each term, on articles and testimonials of service, 
5s. ; not to be sent in postage stamps. 

In other respects the regulations are exactly similar to 
those previously issued. 





Frvaz Examination. 


Tuesday, the 2nd, and Wednesday, the 3rd June, are the 
days appointed for the examination of persons applying to 
be admitted as attorneys; candidates for examination are to 
attend on those days at half-past nine in the forenoon of 
each day, at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, 
Chancery Lane, London. The examination will commence 
at ten o’clock precisely, and close at four o'clock. 

Articles, &c., to be left with the Secretary on or before 
Thursday, the 2lst May. If the articles were executed 
after the 1st January, 1861, the certificate of having passed 
the intermediate examination should be left at the same 
time, and in case articles and testimonials of service have 
been deposited, they should be re-entered, the fee paid, and 
the answers completed on or before the 21st May. 

Candidates applying to be examined under the 4th section 
of the Attorneys Act, 1860, may, on application, obtain 
copies of the further questions relating to the ten years’ 
service antecedent to the articles of clerkship; and such 
questions, duly answered, must be left with articles, &c., on 
or before 21st May. 

Where the articles have not expired, but will expire dur- 
ing the term, or in the vacation following such term, the candi- 
date may be examined conditionally ; but the articles must 
be left on or before the 21st May, and answers up to that 
time. 

Candidates who have already proved to the satisfaction of 
the examiners the ten years’ antecedent service are not re- 
quired to leave replies to the further questions again. 

Fee, each term, on articles and testimonials of service, 
15s. ; not to be sent in postage stamps. 

In other respects the regulations are exactly similar to 
those previously issued. 
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Tue New Lorp Brovcuam.—Bya fresh creation in 1860 
the barony of Brougham and Vaux was to descend, in default of 
male issue, to William Brougham, Esq., the youngestand nowonly 
surviving brother of the late Lord Brougham, who has accord- 
ingly succeeded to the title. The present Lord Brougham was 
born on the 20th September, 1795, and is therefore in his seventy- 
first year. He was educated at Jesus College, Cambridge, where 
he graduated B.A., in 1819, and M.A., in 1822; he was called 
to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1823, and sat as M.P. for South- 
wark from 1832 to 1835, when he was an unsuccessful candidate 
for Leeds. He was for many years one of the masters of the 
Court of Chancery. He married, in August, 1834, Emily Frances, 
only daughter of the late Sir Charles W. Taylor, Bart., by whom 
he has three sons and three daughters. His eldest son, now the 
Hon. Henry Brougham, is a clerk in the House of Lords, 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, May 15, 1868. 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 944 Annuities, April, ’85 12 7-16 

Ditto for Account, June 4, 923 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

3 per Cent. Reduced, 923 Ex Bills, 21000, per Ct.—pm 

New 3 per Cent., 92 Ditto, £500, Do — pm 

De, 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Ditto, £100 ‘ae: £200, 10 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of England Stock, 5§ per 

Do.5 r Cent., Jan. 72 1053 Ct. (last half-year) 2453 

Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 217 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 104 


Ditto for Account Ditto, Daber Cent., May, ’79 109 
Ditto 5per Cent., July, "80 115g we De! ntures, per Cent., 


Ditto for Accoun 
Ditto 4 per Ceaé., Och 788 1013 Do. Dee rs ar er Cent., Aug. "73 1053 
Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000,22 pm 


Ditto, ditto, Cert: rtificates, — 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 88}| Ditto, ditto, under £1006, 22 pm 





INSURANCE COMPANIES. 





Dividend 
Names. | Shares. 


i if 
Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life 100 
County ... aco ove] 200 
Eagle ons be oe §«6=«.: 50 
Equity and Law ... --- 100 
English & Scot. Law Life 

per cent| Equitable raja ieee 

5 percent} Do. New .. ove 
5 & 3pshbi Gresham Lite 
5 per cent! Guardian . 

Home & Col. Ass., ‘Limtd. 
Imperial Life... 
6 per cent! Law Fire... ae 
324 pr cent) Law Life . 
10 per cent} Law Union ” 
il 17s Gd pe| Legal & General Life ide 
5 per cent) London & Provincial Law 
10 pe & bs} North Brit. & Mercantile 
123 & bns| Provident Life ... «- =100 
26 per cent| Royal Exchange... we, Stock! All 
64 git cent! Sun Fire .. one ose ove All 
| Do. Life ... oA EY, Sage ass 


No. of| 
shares 





- 4, 


a essh 
:. = a 
ooooco: 


Sawweswoansads wa 
outcsSosocecec} 


93 per cent 





- 
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0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
J 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
6 
0 
3 
0 
0 
0 
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165 90x 
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RAILWAY STOCK. 





Shres. | Railways. Paid, 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......c.csossecsseesesssees + 100 
Stock Caledonian 100 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ' 100 
Stock Great Eastern Ordinary Stock / 
Stock, Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2... 
Stock , Great Nortlern ...cccscccsesecssecersseeee 
Stock; Do., A Stocx* 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of ‘ireland 
Stock | Great Western— Origi sai 
Stock! Do. » West Midlan —Oxford... J 
Stock | Do., PELE Re le alae onal 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ............ see 
6tock | London, Brighton, and South Foust. } 
Stock | Lo: don,Chatham, and Dover. 
London ‘and North- Western., 
I | T mdon and South-Western 
Mauchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln... 
| Metropolitan 
| Midland { 
Do., Birmingham and stein hinoasi wove 
North British . | 
| North London 
Do., 1866 
North Staffordshire - 
SOUR DSVOR ccccce-oscceccecccooeees 
South-Eastern 
| ove 


Closing Price 





























"© A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 


Monxzy Marker anp City INTELLIGENce. 

yt the middle of the week consols remained rather inactive 
at the closing prices of last week, which were still somewhat 
above the point at which they had ‘remained #0 long. A rally 
then took place, and the quotations rose to 94% to 944, followed 
by a relapse to 944 to 944. In the general share market there 
has not been much activity. Railway investments opened flat, 
but received an impetus from the rise in the funds, debe tures 
being especially influenced by the change, which was also shared 
by antecd colonial securitics, Foreign securitics have been 
gather more inactive than of late. 





Lord Chief Baron Kelly will ag ad the thirty-sixth anni- 
versary dinner of the United Law Clerks’ Society, which takes 
place at the Freemasons’ Hall on Tueslsy, the 2nd of June. 

The rule calling on Mr. Vaughan, one of the istrates of the 
Bow-street Police Court, to show cause why he should not hear 
the summons against General E * charging him with certain 
misdemeanours under the Colonial Governors’ Acts, was madeab- 
solute on the 9th ult. The object of the istrate was merely 
to obtain the decision of the Court of Queen’s Bench, the case 
being one of the first impression. ooey Sir R. Collier 
and Mr. Horne hg Ff Seater yesterday (Friday) at Bow-street 
to prosecute, Mr. -C., and Mr. Poland, appearin, 
for the defence. The case was ultimately adjourned, part per g 
until Tuesday next. 

Mr. Samuel Wensley Blackall, late governor and commander- 
in-chief of the West African Settlements, has been appointed 
governor and commander-in-chief of the colony of Queensland 
and its dependencies. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT, 


AT THE MART. 
May 7.—By Messrs. BEADEL. 
Freehold, 4a Ir 39p of land, fronting Mott-street, Waltham Abbey, 
Essex—Sold for £305. 

Freehold, 6a 3r 37p of meadow land, ney og Mott-street and Lippetts- 
hill-road, Waltham Abbey —Sold for £4 

Freehold, 2la 2r 38p, known as gi det ok Wood, fronting Lippetts- 
hill-road—Sold for 41,600. 

Freehold and copyhold, 20a 2r 18p of land fronting Lippetts-hill-road— 
Sold for £1,450. 

Freehold residence, known as Springfield, Waltham Abbey, with farm 
buildings cottage, orchard, and meadow land, containing 3la Or 7p— 
Sold for £2,8 

A ay pe diam mary in Epping Forest, extending over 2a lr 34p—Sold for 

By Messrs. Foster. 

Freehold ground rents, arising from mercantile premises, stacks of ware. 
houses, houses and shops, and five public houses, situate in Southwark, 
street, &c., London-bridge :—£370 per annum, sold for £9,300 ; £250 
per annum, sold for £6,400; £115 per annum, sold for £3,025; £36 per 
annum, sold for £1,110; £105 per annum, sold for £2, 940 ; ‘£114 per 
annum, sold for £3,200 ; ” £42 per annum, sold for £1, 340 ; £35 per an- 
num, sold for £975 ; £175 per annum, gold for £A, 800; £136 per an- 
num, sold for £3,900 ; £66 per annum, sold for £1,720 ; £200 per an- 
num, sold for £5,800 ; £85 per annum, sold for £2,350; £165 per 
annum, sold for "£4,400 : £50 per annum, sold for £360; £60 per 
annum, sold fur £700; £30 per annum, sold for £780; £100 per 
annum, sold for £6,750 ; £300 per annum, sold for £6, 550 3 £280 per 
annum, sold for £5,850; £315 per annum, sold tor £5, 950. 

May 8.—By Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watxgy, & C 

Freehold plot of building land, fronting tenendon reed, "Watford, 
Herts—Sold for £450. 

Life interest of a person aged 57 years in a freehold and leasehold 
property, known as Goose Rye Farm, Guildford, Surrey, consisting of 
two cottages, a and 23 acres of land; let at £42 per annum 
—Sold for £150 

Freehold warehouse, No. 4, Elm-street, Gray’s Inn-road; let on lease 
at £80 per annum—Sold for £1,770 

Freehold house, No. 45, Hyde-road, Hoxton ; let at £22 per annum— 
Sold for £340. 

Freehold house, No. 47, Hyde-road, Hoxton; let at £20 per annum— 
Sold for £450. 

Freeh building estate, containing about 31 acres, situate in the 
par iv} es of Tooting and Streatham, in 16 lots—viz., lot 1, sold for £600; 
Jot ,sold for £600; lot 3, sold for £520; lot 4, sold for £430; lot 5, 
soid for £460; lot 6, sold for £460 ; lot 7, sold for £460; lot 8, sold for 
£370; lot 9, sold forJ£510; lot io, sold for £1 050; lot i, sold for 
£850; lot 12, sold for £800; lot 13, sold for £840; lot 14, sold for 
£500 ; lot 15, ‘sold for £1,350; lot 16, ‘sold for £2,500. 

By Mr, Franx Lewis. 

Absolute reversion to two fifth shares of £2,723 13s. 10d. Three per 
Cent. Consols, also of £400 secured by mortgage of a house at Port- 
~ receivable on the death of a gentleman aged 59 years—Sold for 

520. 

Leasehold residence, known as Kent-villa, Grange-road, Dalston; let at 

£35 per annum; term, 96 years from 1856, at £5 per annum—Seld for 


£350. 
May 11.—By Mr, Watrrincnam. 

Freehold mansion, known as Bromley House, orem Bromley, with 
stabling, outbuildings, and land la Ir 32p—Sold for £3,300, 

By Mr. G. R. Nopxe. 

Copyhold, 3a 2r 21p of land, situate at Woodford, Essex—Sold for £735. 

Freehold and copyhold, the Horse and Groom public house, with out- 
buildings, stabling, pleasure ground, and paddock ; also7 cottages, 
situate at Woodford Wells, Essex—Sold for £2,800. 

—, houses, with shops, and 12 cottages, situate as above-~Sold 
lor 

May 12,—By Messrs. Fanesroruza, Cuark, & Co, 

Freehold residence, with stabling, pleasure grounds, and paddock of 
4a Ir 32p, known as The Chestnuts, Walton-on-Thames, Surrey ; let 
on lease at £75 per annum—Sold for £2,550. 

Freehold residence, with stabling, outbuildings, small farmery, pleasure 
grounds, and park-like lands, containing 17a 2r 5p, knownas Elm 
Grove, Walton-on-Thames—Sold for £7,230. 

Freehold, 8a 3r 36p of a , situate as above—Sold for £4,000. 

— 2 cottages; let at £13 per annum, situate as above—Sold for 

sh a 2 cottages; let at £13 por annmr, situate as above - Sold for 

nee cottage; let at #12 per annum, situate os above —Sold for 
DM, 
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' I te, situate at Walton-en-Thames, known as The Tithe 
Fygehelh  erialing 64a 3r 35p ; let at £80 per annum —Sold for £5,330. 
Freehold estate, situate in the parish of Walton, Surrey, being part of 

the Tithe Farm, comprising a farmhouse, buildings, and land 9a 3r 9p ; 


let at £30 per annum—Sold for £2,750. 

Freehold residence, with stabling, orchard, and grounds of 2a Or 33p, 
known as Hersham House, Hersham, Surrey ; let on lease at £40 per 
annum—Sold for £1,240, 

By Messrs. DesEnnAM, Tewson, & Farmer. 

Freehold, 4 cottages, with outbuildings, orchard, and meadow land, 

comprising la 2r 30p, situate in the parish of Barkway, Herts—Sold 


for £380. 
Freehold tenement, No. 5, Bull-court, Tooley-street, Southwark—Sold 


for £150. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

AMBKOSE—On May 2, the wife of William Ambrose, Esq., Barrister- 
at-Law, of Manchester, of a daughter. , 

FISCHER—On May 5, at Walton Oaks, Surrey, the wife of Thomas H. 
Fischer, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 

GRIFFITHS—On May 4, at 44, Alma-square, Abbey-road, St. John’s- 
wooé, the wife of George Summers Griffiths, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
Oxford Circuit, of a son. fi 

MARSHALL—On May 8, the wife of George W. Marshall, Esq., Barris- 
ter-at-Law, of Weacombe House, Somersetshire, and of the Middle 
Temple, of a daughter. 2 

MUNTON—On May 11, at Aubrey House, Hornsey, the wife of F. K. 
Munton, Esq., Solicitor, of 39, Great James-street, Bedford-row, of 


a son, 
MARRIAGES, 
EDWARDS—W’KELLAR—On May 13, at Charles Church, Plymouth, 
George Thomas Edwards, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner 
Temple and Lincoln’s-inn, to Mary Anne, daughter of Major P. M. 
McKellar, late Royal Marines, of Mannamead, Plymouth. 
FIELD—COOKSON—On May 14, at Rosslyn Chapel, Hampstead, 
Walter Field, Esq., of Squire’s Mount, to Mary Jane, daughter of 
Wm. Strickland Cookson, Esq., of The Pryors. 
STIRLING—RENTON—On May 12, at the Presbyterian Church, West- 
bourne-grove, James Stirling, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, to Aby, eldest daughter of John Thomson Renton, Esq,, of 5, 
Upper Lansdowne-terrace, Notting-hill. 
DEATHS. 
BECK—On May 10, at Washington, Sussex, John Grant Beck, Esq., 
Solicitor, aged 47. A 
HOWARD—On May 9, at 21, Denbigh-place, Belgrave-road, Pimlico, 
Ellen, the wife of Alfred George Howard, Esq., Solicitor. 
KEATIN i 
wife of William Keating, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
MACDONALD—On May 9, at Windmill House, Arbroath, John Mac- 
donald, Esq., Town Clerk of Arbroath, aged 73. 
TOLLER—On May 10, at his residence, West-heath, Hampstead, S. 
Bush Toller, Esq., Q.C., aged 64, 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


UMtnding-up of Joint Stock Campantes. 
Frrpay, May 8, 1868, 
LimirED IN CHANCERY. 

Imperial Steam and Household Coal Company (Limited).—Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins has, by an order dated May |, ordered that the above com- 
pony, be wound up. Lawrence & Co, Fenchurch-st, solicitors for the 
petitioner. 








Tuespay, May 12, 1868. 
LIMITED iN CHANCBRY. 

Ballina Mills (Limited ).—Petition for winding up, presented May 6, 
directed to be heard before the Master of the Rollson May 30. Eley, 
New Broad-street, solicitor for the petitioner. 

Fremator Granite Quarries Company (Limited).—Creditors are required, 
on or before June 1, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to David Parry, 3, White Lion-ct, 
Corniull. Monday, June 8, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims. 

Taff Vale Coal and Coke Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancetlor Malins 
hus, by an order dated May |, ordered that the voluntary winding up 
of the above company be continued. Vining & Son, Moergate-st- 
bidgs, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Thompson's Patent Universal Air Tight Stopper Company (Limited).— 
Petition for winding up, presented May 9, directed to be heard before 
Vice-Chancellor Malins on May 25. Snell, George-st, Mansion-house, 
solicitor for the petitioners. 

West Bournemouth Land and Cliff Hotel Company (Limited).— Petition 
for winding up, presented May 5, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Giffard on May 25. Chapple, Carter-lane, solicitor for the 
Petitioner. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

English and Irish Church and University Assurance Society.—Vice- 
Chancellor Giffard will, on Thursday, June 4, at 10,30, at his chambers, 
proceed to make a call on the several persons who are settled on the 
list of contributories ; and the said judge purposes that such call shall 
be for £1 per share, 


Hriendlp Societies Dissolved. 
Fripax, May 8, 1868, 
Hast Stour Club, Crown-inn, East Stour, Dorset. May 4, 


CreDitors under states tn Chancery. 
Laat Day of Proof. 
Farivar, May 6, (868, 
Burford, Edwd Wm Taploy, Enstohurch, Kent, Farmer. 
Bligh v Millener, M, R. 


June 6 








G—On May 12, at 28, Fitzroy-square, Marianne Wharton, the | 
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Cardell, — Tretherras, Cornwall, Farmer. May 20. Cardell v 
irde hh. 
bag 3 on John, Oxton, Chester. June 6. Denison » Tattersall, V.C. 
auns, 
Harding, Hy, Ditchampton, Wilts, Coachman. June 15. Harding v 
King, V.C. Stuart. 
Mellor, Jas, Cleveland-sq, Hyde-pk, Esq. Jane 1. Hargreaves » Har- 


greaves, M. R. 

Nelson, John Fredk, Gravesend, Kent, Gent. May 29. Halfpenny v 
Nelson, V.C. Giffard. 

Parsons, Fredk, Red Lion-st, Holborn, Writing Clerk. May 29. Kerby 
v Kerby, V.C. Malins. 

Sanderson, Edwd Fisher, New York, America, Merchant. June 5. 
Sanderson v Furniss, V.C. Malins. 


TuEspDAY, May 12, 1868. 


Beard, John, Upton St Leenard’s, Gloucester. June 8. Beard » Pon- 
tin, V.C. Malins. 

Binham, Esther, Exeter. June 5. Fox v Dymond, M. R. 

Bush, Jas Fredk, The Chesnuts, Kingston-rd, Architect. 
Bush v Bush, V.C. Malins. 

Cleverly, Hy, Gravesend, Kent, Lime Merchant. June 1. Cleverly 9 
Troughton, M. R. 

Denbigh, Ruthin, and Corwen Railway Company. June 1. Eyton v 
Denbigh, Ruthiu, and Corwen Railway Company, M. R. 

Glencross, Thos, Bridgwater, Somerset, Tea Dealer. May 30. Glen- 
cross v Burt, V.C. Giffard. 

Hindley, Duglas Piucknett, East Acton, Middx. June 20. Hindley v 
Hindley, V.C. Stuart. 

Keyes, John, Frith-st, Soho-sq, Victualler. June 24. Keyes v Keyes, 
V.C. Stuart. 

Markham, John, Hanging Houghton, Northampton, Gent. 
Markham v Tibbits, V.C. Stuart. 

Mearbeck, Thos, Sheffield, Glass Manufacturer. 
Mearbeck, M. R. 

Nail, Saml John, Commercial-pl, Commercial-rd East, Merchant. June 
1. Drage v Hitch, M. R. 

Parks, John, Church Coppenhall, Chester, Hay Dealer. June 10. 
Grestey v Parks, M. R. 

Perceval, Alex, ros Sligo, Ireland, Esq. Nov 20. Jardine v 

ffard. 


Cottrell » 


May 25. 


June 18, 


June 10. Kirkby 7 


Perceval, V.C. Gi 

Roberts, Eliz Ann, Littlemore Asylum, Oxford. 
Brain, V.C. Stuart. 

Rowlandson, Rev Michael, Warminster, Wilts, Clerk. June3. Cosens 
v Rowlandson, V.C. Stuart. 

Russell, Hy Belfrage, Battye, East Indies, Indigo Planter, 
Russel v Bell, V.C. Malins. 

Williams, Robt, Queen’s-crescent, Haverstock-hill, Gent. 
Williams e Sole, V.C. Malins. 


Jane 15. 


Jare 6. 


Jane 9. 


Treditors under 22 & 23 Piet. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, May 8, 1868. 

Bond, Jas, Bradford, Somerset, Gent. June !. 

Briscoe, Geo, Elmhurst Hall, Stafford, Esq. June 24. 
Wolverhampton. 

Byron, Lord, Right Hon.Geo Anson, Leamington, Warwick. July 2. 
Wynne, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Crespin, Hy, Lympston, Devon, Esq. 
Portman-sq. 

Crisp, Sarah, Hartshorne, Derby, Spinster. June 9. Ashwell, Not- 
tingham. 

Debenham, John, Dover, Kent, Coal Merchant. June 1. Fielding & 
Greenhow, Dover. 

Downes, Jas John, Highbury-grove, Islington. June 8. Young & Jack- 
son, Essex-st, Strand. 

Hunt, Saml, Handsworth, Stafford, Coal Master. July 4, Best & Hor- 
ton, Birm. 

Hutchinson, Martha, Middletonin Teesdale, Durham. May 20. Thomp- 
son, Appleby. 

Jackson, Thos, Stafford House, St James, Esq. Walters & 
Gush, Basinghall-st. 

Kingdon, Sam}, Thorverton, Devon, Yeoman. July 1l. 
Exeter. 

yee Thos, Groye-lane, Camberwell, Gent. 

xford. 

May, Richd, Belgrave, Leicester, Gent. June 24. Harris, Leicester. 

Myers, Geo, Huntington, York, Farmer. June |. a York. 

Polhill, Wm, Broadwell, Gloucester, Esq. Oct}. Sewell & Co, Ciren- 


cester. 
Preston, Thos John, Rich -rd, Clerk. June 8. Bilton, 
Wates, Gravesend. 


Coleman-st. 
Sparrow, Wm Hanbury, Penn, Stafford, Esq. June24. Deakin & Dent, 


Turner, Taunton. 
Deakin & Dent, 


June 6. Tompkins, York-pl, 


June 34. 
Geare & Co, 


July 1. Massey, 





d-ter, Claph 


June 24, 


Reader, John, Chalk, Kent, Farmer. June 1. 

Wolverhampton, 

Stone, Mary, Taunton, Somerset, Widow. July 1. Woodland, 
Taunton. 

Tyres, Jas, Thrussington, Leicester, Gent. Harris, 
Leicester. 

Ward, Thos, Kingston-upon-Hull, Esq. Aug!. Harland, Bridlington. 

Whitehouse, Wm, Perton, Stafford. June24. Deakin & Dent, Wolver- 
hampton, 

Tusspay, May 12, 1868. 

Allard, Hy Jas, Boyton, Wilts, Farmer. 
Devizes. 

Anderdon, Sarah Panton, Henlade, Somerset, Widow. Jane 3 Bate 
& Son, Bridgewater, 

Badeley, Edwd, Paper-bldgs, Inner Temple, Esq. June 24, Harding, 
Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 

Baker, John, Lloyd’s-pl, Brompton, Job Master. Roberts, 
Moorgate st, 

Blair, Harrison, Manch, Solicitor, June 1S. Blair & Binny, Manch. 

Budge, Jas, Camberne, Cornwall, Draper. June is. Daniel, Camborne. 

Colpoys, Rev Jas Adair Griffiths, Droxford, Southamp.ca, Clerk. Jan® 
23. Ridsdale & Craddock, Gray’s-inn sq. 


June 4. Meek & Co, 


June 12. 
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Coster, Thos, Bowes Farm, Edmonton, Gent. June 15. ,Baddeley 
& Sons, Leman-st. 

Crnso, John, Leek, Stafford, Esq. July 13. Challinor & Co, Leek. 

Wood, Maria Frances de Cort, Dudley Bank,Upper Norwood, Widow- 
June 1!. Robinson, Jermyn-st, St James’s, 

Dickeson, Wm, Maidstone, ent,Carver. June 19. Stephens & Son 


, 
Haunt, Stratfor d- 
May 30. Bous- 


Maidstone. 

Hodges, Chas, Binton, Warwick, Farmer. July 1. 
upon-Avon. 

Lambert, Hugh, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. 
field, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

a Thos, Derby-rd, nr Lpool, Auctioneer. 


Lpoo 
Mills, Edwd Wheler, Lombard-st, Esq. May 31. 
Birchin-lane. 
ee Margaret, Eynsham, Oxford, Spinster. 
Oxford 


June 1. Samwell, 


Murray & Hutchins, 


June 13, 
Pearce, Thos, Albion-grove West, Barnsbury, Gent. Oct 1. Bell, Bed- 
ford-row 


Stewart, Chas Edwd, Old Broad-st, Esq. June}!. Murray & Hutchins. 
Birchin-lane. 
BGerds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Farmar, May 8, 1868. 


Bailey, Conary Geo, Clifton, Bristol, Warehouseman. April 28. Asst. 
ay 
Billman, Thos, Manch, Fish Curer. apes 21, Comp. Reg May 7. 
Blackwell, Thos, Leeds, Innkeeper. April 29. Comp. Reg May 6. 
— hichd, Linton, Bedford, Straw Prat Manufacturer. April 21. 
a ~3 — id Robt, Abingdon-ter, Kensington,Carpenter. April 13. 
mp. Reg May 7 
Burslem, Rollo Gillespie, Milton-next-Sittingbourne, Brickmaker. 
April9. Comp. Reg May 7. 
ta, ey Blomield-st, Bayswater, Secretary. April 29. 


Comp. 
Chichester, Hy Fitzwartoe, Alexandra Hotel, Hyde Park, Gent. 
Reg 


April 30. Com 
oo Ps a  Liskiahorea Cornwall, Shopkeeper. May 2. Comp. 
g May 
Davies, Annie Maria, Birm, Widow. May 2. Comp. Reg May7. 
Ort Hy, Hastings, Sussex, Grocer. April 27. Comp. Reg 
Dali La Lucy Rebecca, High-st, Clerkenwell, Baker. April 15, Comp. 
eT Ralph, Birtley, Durham, Grocer. April 28. Comp. Reg 
Edman, John, Reigate, Surrey, Clothier. April 23. Comp. Reg 
Fiabe,  - Lpool, Butcher. April27. Comp. Reg May 6. 
French, Wm, Manch, Clothier. April23. Comp. Reg May 7. 
— John Geo, Wimbledon, Auctioneer. May 7. Comp. Reg 
cast Jas, Hatherlow, Chester, Provision Dealer. May 5. Asst. 
a 
crate Joseph, Lowestoft, Suffolk, Smack Owner. Aprilll. Comp. 
y8 
— Wm, Leadenhall-market, Poulterer, April8. Asst. Reg 
y 6 
Grimshaw, Jas, Newmarket, Cambridge, Jockey. April 29. Comp. 


Reg May 6. 
Guthrie, John, Lpool, Draper. April20. Asst. Reg May 5. 
Gwyther, Jas, Pembroke Deck, Pembroke, Butcher, April8. Asst. 


Reg May 
ae ee Smethwick, Stafford, Tailor. April29. Comp. Reg 
Reg 
ig ane Geo, Patorest, Islington, Comm Agent. April 20. 
Pp. 
Hays, Wm ong ~~, 0 ll Lime-st. May2. Comp. Reg May 7. 
Hicks, Richd Geo os _—, Morpeth-ter, Victoria-pk, Gent. 
April 28. Comp. Reg 
— oo Boologneta- Mer, France, Major-General. April 9. 
—. banat Penshurst, Kent, Carpenter. April 7, Asst. Reg 
Secon, lense, Victoria-st, Paddington, Omnibus Proprietor. May 2. 
Keith, » Alex ohn, Packington-st, Islington, Gent. April 25. Comp. 
77 
Kitching, John Th Thompson, Kingston-upon-Hull, Baker. April 27. 
ys 
— Herrman, Finsbury- pl, Wine Merchant. April 29. Comp. 
y 4 
Lanes eens Tothill-st, Westminster, Lithographer. Aprill4. Asst. 
Leni, 8, So myo Sloane-sq, Chelsea, Stay Manufacturer. April 16, 
— ae ~ Pesley, Ba ee Hampstead, no occupation, 
Comp. g May 5 
Lowa, Edwa me, New-sq, “Lincoln ‘s-inn, Barrister. April 30. 
Comp. Keg May 
—, John, Mens, Shoe Manufacturer. April 6. Comp. Reg 
May 4 
ue Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. April 16. Asst. Reg 
y, 
ag om Morris, & — Augustus Miles, Swansea, Grocers. Apri 
p- 
Miller, David Ja Oxted, Draper. April!3. Com — he Ast 
Moore, Lavinia Marianne, Tintern, Monmouth, Hotel Keeper 
Comp. Mays. 
Macklow, a Flixton, Lancaster, Pattern Designer. 


Reg May 
Mendoza, lsanc, & \eanc Vogel, Sand 
Mauolactarers. Mey 4. Comy. Reg 


Druce, 


Hannay. Jas Blair, Brighton, Upholsterer. 
May 6, 


April 8. Asst, 


May 5. Asst. 


’wrow, Spitalfields, Cigar 
y i. 





7, John, Banbury, Oxford, Beerhouse Keeper. Aprilll. Asst. Reg 

a) . 

ouierton, John, Wigan, Lancaster, Draper. April 24. Asst. Reg 
May 8. 

orbal =f age Harttord, Huntingdon, Brewer. April28. Comp. Reg 

Pus John, April 23. Comp.= Reg 

Pipes Jenn, Albion.ter, Pimlico, Comm Agent. April 30. Comp. Reg 

Rater, Richd Stephens, & Michael Edwd Ratsey, _ Cowes, Isle 

ight, ¥ Yacht Builders. April29. Asst. Reg ea May 7 

randall » Warminster, Wilts, Publican. April ‘Comp. Reg 

Richardson, Robt, Duke-st, Aldgate, Clothier. May2. Comp. Reg 
May 

Rideout, Geo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. April 18. Comp. Reg 

nile Sanh, Prince’s-sq, Bayswater, Gent. April 29. Comp. Reg 

Tete, Joseph Sanderson, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Joiner. 
April 23. Asst. Reg May 5. 

Mem John Walter, Elgin-rd, Bayswater, Auctioneer. May 1. Comp, 

Walton Eile, De Beauvoir-rd, Kingsland, out of business. April 7. 
Comp. Reg 

by as John, Basferd, Nottingham, Cowkeeper. April 21. Asst. 

Watean, 39 rAd Forrest, St John’s-sq, Clerkenwell, Watch Manufacturer. 
May 5. Comp. Reg May6. 

— Wm, Worcester, Pork Butcher. May 5. Comp. Reg 

Willige, John, & Matthew Hy Baewn, tonprngien. Were, Auction- 
eers. April 30. Comp. Reg May 6. 

bal as 3 Hy, Beresford-st, Woolwich, Plumber. May 5. Comp. Reg 


Tvuespay, May 12, 1868. 
Allman, font, Monks Coppenhall, Chester, Grocer, May 6. Comp. 
Reg Ma: 
Ashura, By, Blackburn, Lancaster, Manufacturer. Aprill5. Asst 
May 1}. 
April 30. Comp. 


Barlow, Sag Camden-rd, Holloway, Surveyor. 


Brynmawr, Brecon, Grocer. 


Reg May 9. . 

Bell, Chas, Middlesborough, York, Linen Draper. April 16. Asst Reg 
Ma ay 12. 

oe ft Alfred, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Grocer. May 4. Asst. Reg 

Boddagton, Wm Chas, +; Ygmaecionte Notting-hill, Bookseller. April 
23, Comp. Reg May 11 

Brann, Da’ d Cover, Ramsgate, Kent, Traveller. May 8. Comp. Reg 
May 

Brook, Wm, Oxford-st, Shirt Warehouseman. April24. Comp. Reg 

ay 8. 
— Wm Way, Upway, Dorset, Tea Dealer. May 2. Comp. Reg 


ay 8. 
Detenn, 5% Methyr Tydfil, Glamorgan, Draper. April22. Comp. 
ll. 


Reg May 
Butt, Wm Jas, Camberwell-rd, Cheesemonger. May 8. Comp. Reg 


May 11. 
oun, Jas, Erith, Kert, Baker. April 17. Asst. Reg May 12, 
— Wm, Englefield- rd, Islington, Farrier. May 7. Comp. Reg 


y 11. 
college, Robt, Blyth, Northumberland, Plumber. April 15. Asst. 


ay 9, 
Cooke, Edwin Fredk, Birm, Builder. April 20. Comp. Reg May ll. 
Cowton, Hy, Hartlepool, "Durham, Tailor. April 16, Asst. Reg 


May 9. 
cro, John, Aldmondbury, York, Cloth Manufacturer. April 28. Asst. 
Dale, 4 od Sheffield, Draper. April21. Comp. Reg May 
Darling, Robt, Bridge-ct, Cannon-row, Westminster, a Vict- 
ualler, May 4. Comp. May 12. 
amy Joseph, jun, Melbourne, Cambs, Maltster. April 24. Asst. 
Reg May 11. 
a ae Macclesfield, Chester, Seedsman. April 28. Comp. 
Dudley, 7, Reginws _—, New Brompton, Kent, Surgeon. May 12. 
ay 
bage, Wm, Gh orlton-upon-Medlock, Lancaster, Clerk. May 1. Comp. 
Geruee, 3 John hye os Mestpe rd, North Bow, Dealer in Timber, 
nos 12, 
Frost, W Wm Torlia, Line Lincoln, Grocer. April 16. Asst. ‘e ~ 
Gibbons, Alfred, “* terres roydon, Traveller ay al 
-_ Gt College-st, Camden-town, Chemist. 


Comp. Reg May 1 
Goldsmith, J 

May 9. ‘Comp. Reg May 12. 
Graham, John, Southampton, Draper. Aprill3, Asst. Reg Shaggy # 
y 


Haines, Walter, Mary 7 's-p!, Roman-rd, Old Ford, Butcher, 
1. Com mp Reg Ma: fk 

Bertie. oe ee, incanton, Somerset, Machinist. April 17. Asst. 
1g Ma; 

m7 % Tan, Prierley-hill, Stafford, Grocer. April 2i. Comp. Reg 

Hinds, Benj, Oldbury, Worcester, Grocer. April 21. Comp. Reg 
May | 

Jones, ag Rathbone, & Mary Rathbone Bradbridgce, Carnarvon. 
pers. May 6. Comp. Reg May 9. 

—— ne, = Abersychan, Monmouth, Cordwainer. April 21° 

mp. y 12 

¥ sepatee Austia-Friars, Merchant, April 80. Comp. Reg 

Loney, stain Alverstoke, Southampton, Baker, April 27. Comp. 


mactine. ~ a A Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Draper. Aprill6. Asst. Reg 
4. 


May 
5 Wm, Staawix, Carlisle, Chorister. April22, Comp, Reg 
ay ll, 
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Millar, Alex, Bradford, York, Schoolmaster. May 2. Asst. Reg 


ap 11. 

athangohn, Maurice,] Bishopsgate-st Without, Merchant. May 8, 

Comp. Reg May 11. 
7 Alex, Tottenham-ct-rd, Jeweller. April 25. Comp. Reg 
4 Elias Wm, Bangor, Carnavon, Grocer, May 1. Asst. Reg 
Paster, Job Chudleigh, Torquay, Devon, Builder, April 15. Asst. 
Ponteteact, So hg Pontefract, Honley, York, Yarn Spinne 

mi iaAxw. — 
Pope, Fredk Alex, Birae Te Dealer. May 8. Comp. Reg May 12. 
Purcell, Deol, Nene Bootmaker. April 16, Comp. Reg May 9. 
oe oseph, Bridlington, York, out of business. May 6. Comp. 


poet Bawa,’ Bristol, Sail Maker. April 30. Comp. Reg May 9 
a) mary Millbrook, Southampton, Master Mariner. May 7, Comp. 


Reg 
picards, Was, Loswithiel, Cornwall, Draper. April 21. Asst. Reg 
= Vernon-pl, acy ti » Importer of Foreign G ‘ 
April 24, Comp. Reg May 8 7" ’ epatbaicies 
— = uy is Mortimenst, Cavendish-sq, Linen Draper. May 7. 
mp. 
Rowe, Jas, Toaen., Devon, Grocer. April13. Asst. Reg May 11. 
Saunders, John Alex, & John Lindsay, Moorgate-st, Merchants, 


April 30. Asst. May 12. 
Scott, Thos Grieve, Bedferd, Draper. April 14, Asst, Reg May 8. 
May 9. Cemp. 


Sims, Thos Hy, St John’s-villas, Brixton, Outfitter. 
sal 
Teaac, Birm, Licensed Victualler, April2l. Comp. Reg 


May 9. 
Smelt, Wm, Yarm, York, Painter. April23. Comp, Reg May 9. 
Sowter, ay \epeaaeess Chester, Hat Manufacturer. May 2. Asst. 


nig, J my ewe, Lancaster, Manager. May 6. Asst. 
miele, a, a Hyde, Heston, Licensed Victualler, April 17. 
7 my Water-st, Strand, Lamp Manufacturer, April 14. 
‘Tw Wm, Flockton, York, Shopkeeper. April]5. Asst. Reg 
Wiley, Edwin, Pamstiat, Deptford, Carpet Salesman. May 7. 

are Bes Fardre, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler, 


Williams, Ri 

May 8. Comp. yl 
Wilson, Wm, Runcorn, pL Grocer. April6. Comp. Reg May 9. 
Yates, Edmd, Oxford-ter, Hyde-pk, Esq. April 17. Comp. Reg 


Reg 


May 9. 
Young, Thos, Hampstead-rd, Baker. April 24. Comp. Reg May 11, 


Bankruyts. 
Fripay, May 8, 1868, 
To Surrender in London. 
Allen, Edwd John, Chester-st, Greenwich, Pilot. Pet' May 5. June 8 
atl. Pittman, Guildhall. chambers, Basinghall-st. . 
Bustin, Hy, Queen-st, Edgware-rd, Dairyman. Pet May 4, Murray. 
June I atli, Pain, Marylebone-rd. 
Clarke, Thos, Church-st, Greenwich, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 4. 
Murray. June | at Il. Greaves, Eldon-chambers, Devereux-ct, 
‘emple. 
Wm Abram, Gosport, Southampton, Bootmaker. Tet May 6. 
urray. May 26 at2. Field, Gosport. 
Cruikshank, Geo, jun, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 4 (for pau). 
Brougham. June8atl!, Popham, Basinghall-st. 
Fulkes, Mary Agnes, Shouldham-st, Bryanstone-sq,Baker, Pet May 6, 
Murray. June 1 at 12. Cooper, Portman-st, Portman-sq. 
Haigh, iwin, City-rd, Bookbinder. Pet May 4. Pepys, May 21 at 11, 
all, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Jaques, Jas. jun, Mount Pleasant, Bull-fields, Woolwich, Labourer. Pet 
6. Murray. June lat12. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn fields. 
Kelly, Christopher Saml, G: ove-p!, Brompton-rd, Picture Frame Maker. 
Pet May 2. June 8 ati2. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Levy, Moses, Middlesex-st, Whitechapel, Butcher. Pet May 6. 
tay. Junelati2. Haigh,jun, London-wall. 
Newman, Geo, Surrey-pl, Thornton Heath, Commercial Traveller. Pet 
nny, 2, Junesatii. Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry- bers. 
= » Geo, Walmer, Kent, out of business. Pet May 5, June atl. 
Chidley, Ola Jewry, 
Rogers, an, Belay eh, Tailor. PetMay6. June8at2, Greenwood, 
Gt Jamnee-et. 
Smith, Peroy Conway, Cromwell-ter, Hartfield-rd, New Wimbledon no 
occupation. Pet May4. Pepys. May 21 at li, Pittman, Guildhall- 
Spark, Chas Wm, Peterborough, Northampton, Coal Merchant. Pet 
May 4. Pep Pye: May 2) atll, Lanfear & Co, Abohurch-lane. 
Sparta, John, Frith-st, Soho, Bootmaker, Pet May 4. Murray. June 
Vat 12. Marshall, Lincoln's-inn-fields, 
ume, Joseph Howes, Sampson-ter, Victoria-pk-rd, Merchant's Clerk, 
Pet May5, Murray. June lat 12, Bishop, Essex-st, Strand. 
Tasker, John, Newgate-market, Meat Salesman. Pet May 4. Murray. 
June | at ui. Angel, Guildhall-yard. 
‘ompson, Horatio, Canton-bidgs, Poplar, Mastec Mariner, Pet May 5. 
Pepys. May 26 at 12. Layton, jun, Bow-rd, 
Vaughan, Mary, St John’s-wood-ter, ry ey, Keeper, Pet May 
Roche, ‘May 27 at 1. Smith & Co, Bread-st, Cheapside. 
Ward. Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 5 (for pan). 
May 21 at 11, Nind, Basinghall st. 
ba D, Hy, Gt Sampford, Eacex, Veterinary Surgeon, Pet May 7. Mur- 
ay 26 at¥. Thurgood, Braintre 
Wells, gota Jas, Lansdown-p), Bronawich- a, mgrhouss Keeper, 
Pet May 2%. Pepys, May 1 at ie ey sab Neat. 
WillisgBeail Cochrane, Portiand-pl, Gent, aroh 17, Breugham, 
June l0atil, Fullowa & Son, Regent- a 


Mur- 


Pepys. 





'o Surrender in the Country. 


Allenby, Waldegrave, Chester, Comm Agent. Pet May 5. Lpool, 

May 19 at 12. Cartwright. Chester. 

Allkin, Wm John, eg ea nr Manch, Hat ie. Pet May 
4. Macrae. Manch, May 18 atll. Sale & Co. 

Ball, Thos, Cardiff, Glamo Engine Driver. Pet + Apeit30. Langley. 
Cardiff, May 19 at 11, organ, iff. 

Buckweli, Argent, spree out of business. Pet May 6. Lpool, May 
20 at 1 Nordon, Lpool. 

Broadie, ‘joni Manch, Silk Manufacturer. Pet May 4. Macrae. 
Manch, May 20 at 11. Cobbett & Co, Manch. 

Brown, Geo, Halifax, York, Cabinet’ Maker. Pet May 5. Rankin. 
Halifax, May 22 at 10, Norris & Foster, 

Burge, Martin Vincent Warren, Rochester, a ‘Hair Cutter. Pet 
May 6. Acworth. Rochester, May 22 at 2. Rochester. 

Burland, Wm, Pontnewynydd, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet May 4. 
Edwards. Pontypool, May 25 at il. Lloyd, Pontypool. 

PMfanch: May 19'at aap for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 21. Macrae. 

Butler, John Edwd, Attleborough, Norfolk, Saddler. Pet May 5, 
Francklin. Attleborough, May 21 at 2. Feltham, Hingham. 

Calvert, Foster, Halifax, York, Plumber. Pet May %. Rankin. 
Halifax, 22 at10. Hill, Halifax. 

Catrell, Saml, arrington. Lancaster, Loney Pet May 4. Nichol- 
son. Warrington, May 28 at 11. 

Chambers, Isaac, Lpool, out of beclacte. * Pet May 6. Lpool, May 20 
atil. Barker, er, Lpool. 

Cheshire, Chas, wo ag Baker. Pet April 29. Hill, Birm, 
May 20 at 12. ‘Crebb & Son, Rugeley. 

Clarkson, Wm, Redcar, York, Butcher. Pet May 2. Crosby. Stockton- 
on-Tees, May 20 at 11.30. "Dodds & Trotter, Stockton. 

Cleugh, Snag Gateshead, een Pet May 5. Gibson. Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne, May 22at 12. Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Cotes, John, Derby, Painter. Pet May 5. Tudor, song May 19 at ll. 


Mood: by. 

Cullwiek, Win Hadley, Paine no business. Pet May 5. Tador. Birm, 
May 22 at 12. Fitter, Birm, 

Davis, Horatio, Gloucester, Bricklayer. Pet May 2. Wilton. Glou- 
cester, May 19 at 12. Smallridge, Gloucester. 

Frank, Jas, Stockton, Durham, Tailor. Pet May 5. Crosby. Stockton- 
on-Tees, May 23 at 1l. Clemmet, jun, Stockton. 

Giles, Hy, Hertford. Pet May 5. Spence, Hertford, May 23 atil. 
Foster, Hertford. 

Golding, Eliza, Norwich, Tobacconist. Pet May 5. Palmer. Norwich, 
May 20 at 11. Stanley, Norwick,. 

r, Louis, Lpool, Outfitter. Pet April ‘25. Lpool, May 19 at 11 

Etty, Lpool. 

Guest, Wm, Blacker, York, Sane 


Pet May 5. Shepherd. Barnsley, 
May 22 at 11. Hamer, Barnsh 


Gommer, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj May 4 (for paa). 
Harley. Bristol, May 22 at 1 
Hawkins, Wm, Bristol, out a Pet April 30. Harley. Bristol, 
May 22 at 12. Benson & Elletson. 
Pet May 2. Truro, June 2 at 


— Wn, Truro, Cornwall, Painter, 
Marshall, Truro. 

ilditeh, Hy, Conway, Carnarvon, Grocer. Pet April 28. Lpool, May 
20 at 12. Bremner, Lpool. 

Hill, Fabian, Smethwick, Stafford, Draper. Pet May 6. Hill. Birm, 
May 20 at 12. Whitehouse, eS 

Hollier, Wm, Sharnford, Liecester, rneyman Bucher. Pet May 4. 
Pilgrim. Hinckley, % 18 at Li. “Covwdell, jun, Hinckley. 

Jackson, Wm, Swinton, York, Miner. Pet May 2. Shirley. Doncas. 
ter, May 22 at 1.30 Willis, Rotherham. 

Jervis, Robt Anderson. Bowdon, Chester, out of business. Pet May 6. 
Macrae. Manch, May 25 at 15. Atkinson & Co, Manch. 

Jones, Evan, Glanhafren, Carmarthen, Butter Merchant. Pet May 1. 
Carmarthen, May 16 at 12. Davies, Carmarthen 

Mead, Wm, Swadlincote, Derby, Blacksmith. Pet May 4. Tudor 
Birm, May 19atil, Bass & Jennings, Burton-upon-Trent. 

Meehan, Bartholomew, Bath, Somerset, Bookseller. Pet May 3. Smith. 
Bath, May 19 at tI. MeCarthy, Bath. 

Moore,” Benjamin, Bingley, York, Ironfounder. Pet April 30. Keighley, 


May 20 at 3. Hodgson, Keighley. 
Newey, Wm, Birm, Brass Caster. Pet May 5. Guest. Birm, June 12 
Macrae. Manch, 


Goll 


ati0. Atkins, Birm. 
Newton, Wm, Manch, Pawnbroker. 
May 20 at 12. Lamb, Manch. 
Nicks, Wm Jubilee, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Wheelwright, Pet May 4. 
Langley. Cardiff, May 20 at 12. Merrils, Cardiff. 
Noble, Mary, Traro, Cornwall, Widow. Pet May 2. Chilcott. Traro, 
June 2 at il. Carlyon & Paull, Traro. 
Pet May 2. Chilcott. 


Olive, Nicholas, Truro, Cornwall, Carpenter. 
Truro, June ¥ at 3, Marshall, Truro. 

Overton, Thos, Mile Bank, Whitchurch, Salop, Farmer. Pet May !2> 
Jones. Whitchurch, May 20 at9.30. Clay, Whitchareh. 

Parsons, Benjamin, Birm, Gun-barrel Welder. Pet May 5. Guest. 
Birm, June 12at 10, Atkins, 

Plumb, Chas, Cambridge, Painter. Pet May 5. Eaden. Cambridge, 
May 19 at 3. Jarrold, Cambrid, 

Prangley, Geo, Warminster, Wil Butcher. —~g Apnl 29. Pontwig. 
Warminster, May 18 at 12. M 

Proud, —e Merrington Mill, nr Bishop ‘sued, Durham, Miller. 
Pet May 6. Gibson. Neweastle-upon-Tyne, May 22 atl. Hodge 
& Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Ratcliff, Hy, Birkenhead, Chester, Painter. Pet May 5. Wason 


Birkenhead, May 19 at 2, Anderson, Birkenhead, z 
Richardson, Wm, out of basiness. Pet May 5, Gill, Knares- 


borough, May a7 at 10, Harle, Leeds. 
Roberts, Thos, Preston, Lancaster, Batoher. Pet May 4. 


May 19at ll, Rainford, Preston, : 
Robinson, Richd, Prisoner fer Dedt, Manch, Adj March t7, Kay, 
Pet May 6. Pugh. 


Manch, May 19 at 9,30. 
Birm, May 20 at 12. 


Pet May 4. 


Rogers, Kdwd, Lianfyllin, Montgomery se Draper. 
aniyllix, May TAT? Lianfyllin. 
Scott, Jas, Kirm, Architect. ~*~ May - Hill. 


Allen, Birm 
Shackley, Thos, Dalton-nr-Purness, Lancaster, Blackemith. Pet May 
4. Postlethwaite. Ulverston, May 25 at (0, Jackson, ‘Ulverston. 
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Speed, Wm, Newmark-upon-Trent, Nottifigham, Shoemaker. Pet 


Howard. Ports- 


Pet 


Pet May 8. June 
Pet 
Murray. 


Birm, May 20 at 12. Wilson, Worcester. 

Stephenson, John, Brompton, York, out ofbusiness. Adj April 30t 
Birm, May 20 at 12. Wood & Sen, Wednesbury. 

Ticklepenny, Wm, Binbrook, Lincoln, Joiner. Pet April 29. 

Walls, Robt, Leeds, Batcher. Pet May 5. Leeds, May 21 at 12. Pullan, 
Leeds 

Ward, Wm, Leeds, Bootmaker. Pet May 5. Marshall. Leeds, May- 
April 30, Lewis. Bridgend, May |6 at 12. Edger, Bridgend. 

Wills, Walter Holtiff, Stapehill, Derset, out of business. Pet May 4. 
Minster. 

Turspay, May 12, 1868. 
26 at 1. Spencer, Coleman-st. 
y' 

Bullock, Wm Edwd, Boulogne-sur-Mer, France,no occupation. Adj 
March 

Chapple, John, sen, Walton-on-Thames, Labouring Gardener. 
Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Doxey, Abraham Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 7 (for pau). 
Newman, Bocklersbury. 

Felton, Richd, Beckenham-lane, Bromley, Licensed Victualler. 
Janelat!. Treherne & Wolferstan, Aldermanbury. 

Pet May 5. 


May 6. Newton. Newark, May 20at12. Ashley, Newark-upon. 
Trent. 
Stalworth, Thos, Worcester, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 4. Hill. 
Stephens, Geo, Southsea, Pensioner. Pet May 4. 
mouto, May 22at 12. Stening, Portsea. 
efferson. Northallerton, May 23 at 9.30. Blyth, York. 
Stevens, Hy, Bilston, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 4. Hill. 
Stratford, Benj, Buckingham, Saw Mill Worker. Pet April29. Parker. 
High Wycombe, May 21 at 11. Clarke, Aylesbury. 

May 27 at 12. Grange & Winteringham, Gt Grimsby. 4 
Wakefield, Benj, Halton, Hastings, Sussex, Cabinet Maker. Pet May 
2. Young. Hastings, May 18 at1l. Langham & Son, Hastings. 

21 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Whittingham, Edwd, Oldcastle, Bridgend, Glamorgan, Painter. Pet 
Williams, Edwd, Wardron, Cornwall, Farmer. Pet May 2. Hill. 
Helston, May 16 at 10. Plomer. 
Rawlins. Wimborne Minster, May 18 at 10.30. Moore, Wimborne 
Wood, Joseph, Cleckheaton, York, Flannel Manufacturer. Pet May 5. 
Bradford, May 19 at 9,15. Sykes, Heckmondwike. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bayford, Sarah, Erith, Kent, out of business. Pet May 7. Pepys. May 
Block, Louis, Gt Sutton-st, Clerkenwell, Manufacturer. Pet May 8. 
Pepys. May 26at2. Harper, Gracechurch-st. 
17. Brougham. June 10 at 12, Sydney & Son, Finsbury- 
circus. 
May 9. Pepys. June i0atll. Jenkins & Co, New-inn. 
Coverdale, Thos, Enfield Lock, Machinist. Pet May 8. June 10 at 12. 
Dedman, Joseph, Hall-pl, Politingtite Grocer. Pet May 4. June 
8at1lz. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Pepys. May 26at 2. Rigby, Coleman-st. 
Ebdon, Hy Fras, High-st, Stratford, Baker. Pet May 7. June 10 at ll. 
Everard, Jonathan, Amwell-st, Pentonville, Baker. 
10 at 12. Pearce, Giltspur-st. 
May8. Murray. May 26at2. Cox & Sons, Cloak-lane. 
Foster, Fras, Stopsley, Bedford, Brickmaker. Pet May 8. 
Furionger, Fredk. Enfield-rd, Dalston, Attorney’s Clerk. 
Pepys. May 26at 2. Noon & Co, New Broad-st, 


George, Edwd Wright, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 6 (for pau). | 


Brougham. June 10 atil. Hicks, Orchard-st, Portman-sq. 

Gilroy, Wm ,Mzidenhead, Berks, builder. Pet May 9. Roche. 
3atl. Lewis & Whitbourne, Basinghall-st. 

Harden, Chas, Sussex-rd. Seven Sisters’-rd, Merchant. 
Jane 10 at 1. Stratt, Adelphi-ter, Strand. 

Henry, David Joseph, Gresham House, Old Broad-st, Iron Merchant. 
Pet April 30. Pepys. June4atil. Sorrell, Gt Tower-st. 


June 


Pet May 2. 


Hermann, Franz, Park-te.. Cornwall-rd, Brixton-rd,,Baker. Pet May 8. | Morris, Abraham, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 21. Macrae. 


Pepys. May 26 at 2. Heathfield, Lincolo’s-inn-fields, 


Jackson, Robt Edwd, jun, Copenhageu-st, Caledonian-rd, Islington, | 


Assistant to a Meat Salesman. Pet May 7. 


Marray. June lati2. 
Mason, Symond’s-inn, Chancery-lane. 


Marley, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 8 (for pau). | 


June 3at1l. Groatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 
May, Richd, Bromell’s-rd, Clapham,Grocer. Pet May 7. 
%ati2. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Morrow, Joseph Cunard, Ironmonger-lane, Merchant. Pet May 7. 
Pepys. May 26at2. Robertson, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st. 
Pascall, Chas, Portiand-rd, South Norwood, Engineer. Pet May 7. 
May 26ati. Thomas & Co, Mincing-lane. 
Pet May 5- 


, Rotherhithe-st, Licensed Victualler. 
May %ati2. Le Blanc & Co, New Bri dge-st, Blackfriars. 


Pepys. May 


Raphael, Jas, Aiderney-rd, Mile End, out of business. Pet May 8. | 


Murray. Jnunel ati. Lioyd, Coleman-st. 
Rendell, Elias, Backingh Lonsdale-rd, Notting-hill, Baker. Pet 


g “ler, 
May %. June%atz. Collett, Fleet-st. 





Kooke, isaac, Houndsditch, Coffee-house Keeper. Pet May 7. Marray. 


Janelatil. Marray. Gt St. Helen’s. 

Sharpe, Wm, & Chas Corpe, Maddox-st, Regent-st, Wine Merchant. 
Yet April@s. Murray. May 26 atil. 
Westminster. 


Vickers, tenj Join, Broad-at-bidgs, Club Proprietor. Pet May 6, June | 
t 


Sat2. Smith & Co, bread-«t. 
Vincent, Thos Coultor, Clifton-rd, Asylam-rd, Peckham, Commercial 
Traveller. Pet May %. Pepys. June4at il. Roberts, Moorgate-st. 
Wootten, Chas Fredk, atkfield.ter, ‘Tottenham, Journeyman 
© . PetMay5. Junesati. Marshall, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 
Wright, Geo, Ealing, Market Gardener. Pet May 7. 
Pittman, Guiidhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. 


Youngs, Abrah Hart, Brighton, Sussex, Furniture Broker, | 
¢ Mow ap pee 5 Senaeenne Bectee, PA May Taylor, Edwin John, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Retailer of Beor. 


Pepys. May 26 at 12, Lamb, brighton, 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Astbary, Thos, Hotherham, York, Pot Mould Manufacturer. Pet May 
7. Kotherham, May 25 at\. Sugg, Sheffield. 

Atkinson, Ba: bara Moffitt, Neweastion -Tyne, Widow. Pet May 6. 
Clayton. Newcastle, May 27 at 10. Hoyle, Newcastle-npon Tyne. 
Atkinson, Udwd, Browedge, Lancaster, arer. Pet May 7. Pos- 

Uethwalte. Ulverston, May 25 at 10, Jackson, Ulverston. 





Moffitt, Jas, South Stockton, York, Innkeeper. 


| Parr, Edmund, Ashley, Stafford, no business. Pet May 7. 


| Pearce, John, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Butler. 


Baxter & Co, Victoria-st, | 
ikcalcsaties | Robinson, John, Lpool, out of business. 


| Smith, David, Dudley, 


Jane 10 atih. | y 
‘ ; Stanner, John, Runcorn, Chester, Provision Dealer. 


Bailey, John, Eyam, Derby, Farmer. Pet May 6, Hubbersty. Bake- 
well, May 25at ll. Neale, Matlock. 

Batey, Thos, & Robt Batey, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Paper Hangers. Pet 
May8. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne. May 22 at 1. Bousfield, 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Pet May 5. 


Bebington, Eliz, Lpool, Poulterer. 
at 3. Barker, Lpool. 

Black, Thos John, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 5. Dunn. 
Lancaster, May 29 at 2. Johnson & Tilly, Lancaster. 

Blandford, Wm Johnston, Corbridge, Northumberland, Clerk. Pet 

' May 8. Stokoe. Hexham, May 26at12. Taylor, Hexham. 

Brooke, Arthur, Brampton, Derby, Surgeon. Pet May 4. 
Chesterfield, May 26 at 1!. Gee, Chesterfield. 
Brown, Edmund Cowper, Newbiggin, Westmoreland, Blacksmith. Pet 
May 7. Heelis. Appleby, May 26 at 11. Preston, Kirby Stephen. 
Bryant, Sam], Exeter, Butcher, Pet May 6. Daw. Exeter, May 23 at 
ll, Fryer, Exeter. 

Bunting, Jas, Chesterfield, Derby, Tallow Chandler. Pet April 9. 
Leeds, June 3 at 12. Hopkinson, Chesterfield, ’ 

Burley, Thos, Cradley Heath, Worcester, Chain Maker. Pet April 30. 
Tador. Birm, May 22 at 12. Barrow, Wolverhampton. 

Burnett, John, Coventry, Warwick, Tailor. Pet May8. Kirby. Coven- 
try, May 26 at 3. Smallbone, Coventry. 

Campbell, Jas Thos, Weather Vane Manufacturer. Pet May 9, Palmer. 
Norwich, May 25 at 11. Sadd, Norwich. 

Colson, John Wesley, Exeter, Dealer in Paper Hangings. Pet May 6, 

’ Daw. Exeter, May 23 at1l. Campion, Exeter, 

Cross, Wm Hy, Nottingham, Accountant, Pet May 9. Patchitt, 
Nottingham. June 17 at 10.30. Everall, Nottingham. 

Eddy, Edwd, Truro, Cornwall, Tailor. Pet May 8. Chilcott, 
June 2at ll. Carlyen & Paull, Truro, 

Edmonds, Lewis, Gellydeg, Monmouth, Farmer. Pet May 8. Wilde. 
Bristol, May 22 at 11. Brittan & Sons, Bristol, 

Elliott, Hy, Sheffield, Shopkeeper. Pet May 11. Wake. Sheffield, 
May 22at!. Unwin, Sheffield. 

Elsner, Kazimurz Daniel, & Victor Elsner, Leeds, Cor Merchants. 
Pet May 7. Marshall. Leeds, May 28 at 12. Markland & Davy, Leeds. 

Fattorini, Joseph, York, Provision Dealer. Pet May 8. Perkins. York 
May 30 at 11. Mann, York. 

Grant, Thos, Seaham Harbour, Durham, General Dealer. 
29. Wright. Seaham Harbour, May 18 at ll. 


Hime. Lpool, May 25 


Wake, 


Truro, 


Pet April 
Graham, Sunder- 


land. 

Guy, Richd, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Fitter. Pet May 6. Rees. Aber- 
dare, May 23 at 11. Rosser, Aberdare. 

Hancock, Benj, Seacomb, Chester, out of business. Pet May 8. Wason, 
Birkenhead, May 28 at 10. Bretherton, Birkenhead. 

Haw, Jas, Middlesbrough, York, Grocer. Pet May 7. Crosby. Middles- 
brough, May 25at 11. Fisher. Middlesbrough. 

Henson, Edwin, Edgbaston, Birm, Journeyman Lamp Maker. Pet May 
5, Guest. Birm, June 12at 10. Parry, Birm. 


Hoggard, John, Holbeck, Leeds, out of business. Pet May 7. 
Mars) 


hall. Leeds, May 28 at12. Middleton & Son, Leeds. 
Pet May 7. 


Holmes, Saml, Rawmarsh, York, Fish & Fruit Dealer, 
Newman. Rotherham, May 25 atl. Sugg, Sheffield. 

Hopps, Canningham, Lewers, Lpool, Grocer. Pet April 29. 
May 22at li. Tryer, Lpool. 

James, Saml, Glossop, Derby, Grocer. Pet May 8. Hibbert. Glossop, 
May 21 at 3. Reddish, Manch, 

Lewis, Wm, Pwilddu, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Pet May 5. Aber- 
gavenny, May 26 at 12. Bytheway, Herre heey . 

Louis, David, Gfamorgan, Outfitter. Pet April25. Wilde. Bristol 
May 22at 11. Clough, Huddersfield. 


Lpool, 


| Luntley, Mary Jane, Scarborough, York, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet 


May 8. Leeds, May 25 atl!. Richardson, Scarborough. 
_ Pet May 7. Crosby. 


Stockton-on-Tees, May 27 at 11. Fisher, Middlesbrough. 


Manch, May 26 at 12, 
Neighbour, Jas, Ashurst Wood, Sussex, Butcher. 
less, East Grinstead, May 28 at Il. 
McCormick, 


Draper. Pet March 27. 
Sola Areas. 


Pet May 7. 
Barn, East Grinstead, 
Gilbert, Stratford-upon-Avon, Warwick, Travelling 
Hill, Birm, May 27 at 12. Greves, Scrat- 


Pear- 


| Pace, Fredk, Portsmouth, Hants, Journeyman Musical Iustrument 


Maker. Pet May 8. Howard. Portsmouth, May 22 at 12. Champ, 
Portsea. 





Warren, 
Market Drayton, May 22 at 10. Onions, Market Drayton. 
Pet May 7. Gale. 
Cheltenham, May 25 at 11. Chesshyre, Cheltenham. 
Powell, Benj, Bursiem, Stafford, Plasterer. Pet May 7. Challinor. 
Hanley, June 6 at l!. Lees, Burslem. 
Rad , John Vinnicombe, Thorverton, Devon, Farmer. Pet May 9, 
Daw. Tiverton, May 23 at 12. Burrow, Cullompton. 
Reece, Geo, Harborne, Stafford, Pet May 6. Guest, Birm, May 12 at 
10. Baker, Birm. 
Roberts, Edwd, Blaenafon, Monmouth, Beerhouse Keeper, Pet May 7. 
Abergavenny, May 26 at12. Jones, Abergavenny. 
Pet May 7. Lpool, May 22 
gt 11. Cotton, Lpool. 
Rottenberry, John, Barnstaple, Devon, Baker. Pet May 7. Ben- 
craft. Barnstaple, May 2) at 12. Thorne, Barnstaple. 
Shorthouse, Joh, Bradley, Stafford, Scrap Dealer. Pet May 5. 
Walker, Dudley, May 21 at12. Stokes, Dudley. 
orcester, China Dealer. Pet May 7, Walker. 
Dudley, May 26 at 12. Lowe, Dudley. 
Pet April 29. 
Runcorn, May 27 at 11. Clark, Runcorn. 


Nicholson. 


‘et May 7. Davies, 

Weston-super-Mare, 

Taylor, Thos, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Plasterer. PotMay 9. ‘Towns- 
end, Swindon, May 26 at 11. Bakewell, Chippenham. 

Thomas, Kawd, West Derby, nr Lpool, Bookkeeper. Pet May 5. Hime, 
Lpool, May 22 at 3. Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Varuey, John, Portwea, Hants, Licensed Waterman, 
Howard, Portemouth, May 22at12, Champ, Portsea, 


Weston-super-Mare, May 26 at lt. Smith, 


Pet May 8 
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Weighill, Thos, York, Journeyman Pork Butcher. Pet May9. Leeds, 
May.25 at 11. Mason, York. 
Whittam, Joseph, Prestou, Lancaster, out of business, Pet May 5. 
Myres. Preston, May 30 at 10. Plant & Abbott, Preston. 
Woodland, Robt, Hythe, Kent, Bookseller, Pet May 9. Wilkes, 
Hythe, June 18 at 2. Smith, —— 
, Thos, Brampton, Derby, Dealer. Pet May 9. Leeds, 
June 3 at 12. Cutts, Chesterfield. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faivay, May 8, 1868. 
Gilford, Wm, North Luffenham, Rutland, Farmer. May —. 
Martin, Robt, Cambridge-villas, Sydenham-road, Croydon, Clerk. 
May 7. 
Roebuck, Wm Richardson, Manch, Grocer. April 29. 


TuespayY, May 12, 1868. 
Langley, Richd, Sheffield, Fishmonger. May 7. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 

tT 37, CLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
osals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
nterests, or other adequate securities. 

Pr may be made in the first instance according to the following 


form:— 
PxvurosaL For Loan on Mortaaces. 


Date... 

Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certain, ar by 
annual or other pa; 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land ur build- 
ngs, state the net annual income, 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 

resham Office in connexion with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





BREAKFAST. 
EPPS’S COCOA, 


INVIGORATING AND GRATEFUL 





LACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 


HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handlJes to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen,’ Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d, setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s.the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s. 6d. ; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d. A set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £8. Siack’s Cutlery has been celebrated for 50 years, 
po Garage Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s, per dozen, White Bone Knives 
and — 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s, All war- 
tanted, 
As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 








chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices: ‘Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmor- 
gery, &. Maybe had gratis or post free, Every article marked in plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment has been 
celebrated for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 

; RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 

, Opposite Somerset House. 
Bus OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS 
F YATES & ALEXANDER, PRINTERS. 
Bus OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
SPECIAL TERMS FOR CASH. 
Bits OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
A LARGE DISCOUNT FOR CASH. 

ILLS OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 

At a Lower Charge than hitherto offered by the Trade. 
ILLS OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 

25 COPIES, 6s, 6d, PER PAGE, CREDIT PRICE. 
ILLS OF COMPLAINT and ANSWERS. 
FOR CASH, 48. 6d. PER PAGE. 

and ANSWERS. 

x“ FRINTED ror tas TRADE anp LAW STATIONERS. 

B OF COMPLAINT. Price for Credit 
ILLS a0 copies, 2 Coptes, 90 Coplos, 30 Coples. 
_BPMBOB vsserrnell 3s. Ge, £2 48. Od. «£2 48. Gd. £9 Gs. Gd, { 
ATES AND ALEXANDER, 

LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, anp GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7, Symond’s-inn, and Church Passage, Chancery Lane, B.C, 





— 





STATES SURVEYED, MAPPED, and VALUED 

by Mr. A. M. DUNLOP, Surveyor and Liud Agent, 1, Weste 

minster-chambers, Victoria-street, Westminster, and at Aston, Pres- 
on Brook, Cheshire. 


ROCESS SERVER.—W. PARTON, 58, GEoRGE’s- 
Road, Hottoway, N. Writs, Citations, Summonses, Sul 

&c., served. Inquiries made in town or country. Instructions by post 

attended to forthwith. References to some of the first houses in Lo: s 


O PARENTS, GUARDIANS, AND LAW-STU- 
DENTS.—A Solicitor and his Wife, residing in Bayswater, 
within easy access of the City by rail or omnibus, offer a Home to a 
Gentleman serving under articles (with assistance in his studies if 








required), or arrangements can be made for articling a Youth on easy 


terms. £100 per annum.—X. Y. Z., “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office. 
NE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS. 


ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIU. Fair Copy. 
Hooper & Son 45, Fleet-street. 


NREEMASONS’ TAVERN COMPANY, Limited, 
Great Queen-street, Lincoln’s-inn.—The Directors beg to announce 
that the Freemasons’ Tavern having been entirely rebuilt 1s now replete 
with every accommodation for public and private DINNERS, Balls, Con- 
certs, Meetings, Arbitration and Consulting Rooms, &c. The new hall, 
capable of dining 509 persons, and the varieus reception-rooms are the 
most elegant and convenient in London. The establishment can be 
inspected and arrangements entered into upon application to the 
Manager, CHARLES GOSDEN. 
Wedding Breakfasts provided. 


B. J. MAYER, 
MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE. 


PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY AND H.R.H. THE 
'RINCE OF WALES. 


TILL & SPARKLING HOCKS .& MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage paid 
to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges. Price Lists 
presented on application. 
All communications to be addressed either direct to B. J. MAYER, 
Mayence-on-Rhine; to Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Messrs 
MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thames-street, E.C. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 

ing of; pure Silver over Nickei. A combination of two metals pos- 

sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver, Fiddle Pattern. Thread, 
s. d. 














£ . . a, 

Table Forks, perdoz...... 240 
Dessert ditto ...s.ecccoes 112e 
Table Spoons ....cesseeee 
Dessert ditto oo..secesess 
Tea SPOONS .ecessevcccces 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. 

warded on receipt of 20 stamps. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


Bp Ropal Command. 


METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 
JOSEPH GILLOTT, 


Respectfully directs the attention _ the Commercial Public, and of all 
who use 
STEEL PENS, 
the incomparable. excellence of his productions, which for QuaLitr 
of MaTERiab, Easy Action, and Gasat Dorasunry, will ensure universal 
preference. 
THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER IN 
THE WORLD. 


012 OandO ls 0 
A Sample Tea Spoon for- 





Wholesale at the Works, Graham-street, Birmingham ; and at the Branch 
—e 91, John-street, New Y ork ; and 37, Gracechurch-sirees, 
London, 


lYWENTY THOUSAND POUNDS to be advanced 
on application, in sums of £100 and upwards by the 
PLANET PERMANENT BUILDING AND INVESTMENT SOCIETY. 
Upon mortgage of House iy situate in any part of the 
United Kingdom. 


Monthly Repayments, including principal and interest, for each £10 
advanced (less a small premium) :— 





Gyears. | Sycars, | lOyears. | years, | 14 years. 
“Sa a] Sea &s a. gna Esa. 

1b 2 162 | 1 110 OW 2 ed all 
Redemption at any time by payment of balance of principal due. 
Established by Act of Parliament Twenty years, 

Annual business exceeds £100,000, 

EDMUND W, RICHARDSON, Secretary 

Offices, 7, Finsbury-square, London, B.C, 














THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. May 16,1868 








SPECIAL 


NOTICE. 





THE LAW UNION 


INSURANCE 


COMPANY 


NOW GRANTS 


WHOLE WORLD AND UNCONDITIONAL LIFE POLICIES 
AT A SLIGHTLY INCREASED PREMIUM. 





This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the Sum Assured on the happening 
of the event on which it is payable without any condition whatever except the payment of the 


Annual Premium. 


To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 
Members of the Legal Profession are invited to inspect this Form of Policy. 


The conditions on ordinary Life Policies have been recently revised, giving the Assured the 
benefit of all advantages (especially as to travelling) offered by the most liberal offices. 





LOANS GRANTED ON LIFE INTERESTS AND REVERSIONS WITH LIFE ASSURANCES. 
Forms of Proposal and Prospectuses, &c., may be had on application to 


126, Chancery-lane. 


FRANK McGEDY, 
Actuary and Secretary. 





ere REVERSIONARY INTEREST | - Seeet LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 7, 


SOCIETY, 10, LANCASTER-PLACE, STRAND. 
Established 1835, Capital £500,000. 


This Society purchases reversionary property, life interests, and life 
policies of assurance, and grants loans on these securities. 
Forms of proposal may be obtained at the office, 


F. 8. CLAYTON, Joint 
C. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 





HE LAND MORTGAGE BANK OF INDIA 
(CRED'T FONCIER INDIEN) LIMITED. 


The sixth Drawing on account of the issue of 1864 of £500,000 Five 
per cent, Debentures of this Bank, redeemable at par within 30 years hy 
half- yearly drawings, and the third drawing on account of the issue of 
1866 (of £500,000 Five per cent. Debentures of this Bank, also redeem- 
able within 30 years by half-yearly drawings, will take place on the 
22nd instant. 

Notice of the numbers drawn vi advertised. 


. WIGGINS, Manager. 
17, Change-alley, Lombard-street, 
May 15th, 1868, 





SPECIAL"NOTICE. 


LERICAL, MEDICAL, AND GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


EstTaBLIsHED 1824. 


All persons who effect Policies on the Participating Scale before June 
30th, 1868, will be entitled atthe NEXT BONUS to one year’s additional 
Share of Profits over later entrants. 

Tables of Rates and Forms of Proposal can be obtained from any of 
the Society’s Agents, or of 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, Actuary and Secretary. 

13, St. James’s-square, London, SW. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 119, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


yer GREEN (many years with the late George 

Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 
of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 
and hereby solicits their continned support.—N.B. One copy of advertise. 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitade assured. 
File of “ London Gazette” kept for reference 





WATERLOO-PLACE, PAtL-MaLt. Established 1833. Subscribed 
Capital, Half-a-million sterling. Annual Income exceeds Three hun- 
dred thousand pounds, 

INVALID LIFE DEPARTMENT.—In addition to the advantages 
usually offered by other Life Assurance Offices, the Albert Assurance 
pone oe 4 possesses a feature of peculiar interest to the public. From 
accurately-constructed tables of the risk attendant upon disease, it is 
enabled to assure, upon equitable terms, lives that, either from organic 
disease or other causes, are not accepted by other offices. 

HEALTHY LIVES.—Assurances are effected, at home and abroad, 
on healthy lives, applicable to every life contingency, at as moderate 
rates as the most recent data will allow. The premiums can be paid 
yearly, half-yearly, or quarterly, 


INDIAN BRANCH.—Premiums for India (both civil and military) 
have been computed on the actual results of European life in that de- 
pendency, extending over the East India Company’s experience, and 
will be found generally lower than those of other companies. 

FRANK EASUM, Secretary. 


LIFE ASSURANCE COMPANY, 
Founded 1845, 

and empowered by Special Act of Parliament. 

TRUSTEES. 


THE EARL OF SHREWSBURY & TALBOT, ©.B., &c., &c. 
Sir CLAUDE SCOTT, Bart. | HENRY POWNALL, Esq. 


Annual Income, £120,000. 
The principal features of the Office are 
LIFE ASSURANCE FOR ALL AGES AT MODERATE RATES. 
ANNUITIES GRANTED ON THE MOST LIBERAL TERMS. 
ENDOWMENTS FOR CHILDREN. 
ADVANCES MADE ON FREEHOLD, LEASEHOLD, REVER- 
@IONARY, AND FIRST CLASS PERSONAL SECURITY. 
Prospectuses, Forms, and every information can be obtained on ap- 
plication to 
GEORGE J. ROW, City Manaorr, 
110, Cannon Street, E.C. 
ACTIVE AGENTS WANTED. 


T° SOLICITORS, &c., requiring DEED BOXES 
will find the best-made article lower than any other house. List 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis or sent post free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 





GOVEREIGN 








